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Editor's Introduction

I

am profoundly honored to assume the editorial chair of the New Mexico
HistoricalReview. During seventy-five years of publication, the Review has

become a scholarly publication integral to the historical understanding of
the greater Southwest. My priority as editor is to perpetuate the publishing
breadth of the Review and the excellence of my editorial predecessors. Under my direction, the geographical focus will continue to be the greater
Southwest from west Texas to southern California and from southern Utah
and Colorado to northern Mexico. The chronological frame will range from
prehistory to the late-twentieth century. In addition to historical scholarship,
I welcome historically rooted submissions from related disciplines such as
anthropology, archaeology, folklore, architecture, literature, and other fields.
The Review will remain committed to high-quality research, writing, and
analysis; all monographs will undergo peer review by two outside referees. I
hope that, during the next quarter century, the Review will retain and enhance its reputation as a valuable repository of regional knowledge and a
journal worthy of the historical community's attention.
I wish to thank the Department of History at the University of New
Mexico for the unique opportunity to edit the New Mexico HistoricalReview.
Likewise, I want to thank Professor John Kessell, who returned from retirement to serve as interim editor of the Reviewduring the 1999-2000 academic
year. His editorial service left the journal in remarkably good condition and
cultivated in the student staff a high degree of professionalism. The Review
could not ask for a stronger editor, advocate, and teacher, and I look forward
to working with him on the Review Editorial Board in the coming years.

Sharing the Shortages
WATER LITIGATION AND REGULATION IN
HISPANIC NEW MEXICO, 1600-185°

Malcolm Ebright

D

isputes over water in the American Southwest and in Central Mexico
have a long history. Indigenous peoples fought over land and water
before the arrival ofthe Spanish conquerors, and the Spaniards joined in the
tradition, disputing water access and control with the local Indians and
among themselves. However, battles between Spaniards and those between
Spaniards and Indians differed in character. The Spaniards seemed to share
an understanding that the aggressive tactics used against Indians were unac-,
ceptable against other Spaniards. Blows were sometimes exchanged between
Spaniards, as documented in cases from Spain and Central Mexico, but the
preferred tactic was simply to take more water than law or custom allowed
and see what happened. l Court cases in New Mexico record numerous references to threats of violence, but in the end most disputes were resolved by
water-sharing regimes. 2
The tradition of fiercely defending one's water rights in New Mexico inspired the saying "whiskey is for drinking and water is for fighting.") But this
study of New Mexico water battles reveals that disputants generated bluster

Malcolm Ebright is the president of the Center for Land Grant Studies in Guadalupita, New
Mexico. He is the author of Land Grants and Lawsuits in Northem New Mexico (University
of New Mexico Press, 1994)' The author wishes to thank the following people for their assistance: Daniel Tyler, Michael Meyer, Rick Hendricks, Richard Salazar, Eric Biggs, and Helene
Boudreau. Thanks also to Glen T. Strock for the drawings.
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far more than they spilled blood. In a tightly choreographed dance both sides
marshaled all possible arguments to support their water claims, knowing that
the final decision would probably recognize everyone's needs. No single
party would get all the water.
By what rules did Spanish colonial society allocate the contended-for water?New Mexico was a remote frontier outpost with few law books and fewer
lawyers. The law, especially regarding water rights, was usually comprised of
decisions in actual cases, not some obscure law in the Recopilaci6n de Leyes

de los Reynos de Las Indias (the compilation oflaws governing Spain's colonies in the Americas) or some blanket characterization of water rights law in
modern terms. Knowing the criteria the alcaldes and governors used to divide the water will suggest how Spaniards and Indians, and elite Spaniards
and their poorer neighbors negotiated the balance of power. 4
Water-rights adjudication suits filed by the New Mexico state engineer
have stimulated the study of water litigation in Spanish and Mexican New
Mexico. In the last thirty years books and articles published by historical experts in these legal cases have added substantially to our knowledge about
water rights in New Mexico and the Southwest.' Early works address the subject of water allocation in Central Mexico and Spain and provide models
with which to compare and evaluate water allocation in New Mexico,6 while
recent books on the related subject of New Mexico land grants explore the
relationship between land and water. 7 The unpublished reports of historical
experts in water rights adjudication cases are another rich source of material
dealing with water allocation in New Mexico. s
This article explores the criteria applied to the adjudication of water disputes and incorporated into local water ordinances, especially during water
shortages. Some cases deal solely with Hispanic acequias, some cover Pueblo
Indian acequias, and a few examine disputes between Spaniards and Pueblo
Indians. The time frame begins with the settlement of New Mexico by Spaniards under Juan de Onate in 1598 and ends with the occupation of New
Mexico by Americans under Brigadier General Stephen Watts Kearny in

1846. To understand the legal claims and supporting arguments of the conflicting parties, I include some historical, geographical, biographical, and
legal background for each case and the relative location of the disputants on
the stream system. 9
Studies of water rights litigation in colonial Mexico yield different results
depending on the region studied. Sonya Lipsett-Rivera reviewed numerous
irrigation lawsuits in Puebla, mostly between large hacendados (owners of
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large agricultual or stock-raising estates) and indigenous communities. She
found that it was almost impossible for indigenous communities to share
water with large haciendas because of the vast quantities of water required
by the hacendados' crop of choice: sugar cane. Moreover, once an upstream
user illegally constructed new dams to divert water, the excessive time and
expense made difficult fighting such usurpations in court. So the preferred
strategy of indigenous communities was to prevent such upstream diversions
before they became a fait accompli.lOFor instance, the indigenous community of San Miguel Tilapa was able, through swift defensive action, to prevent
the hacienda of San Juan Bautista Colon from building cajas (reservoirs from
which water was distributed) above them to divert the Ahuehueyo River. But
this case was the exception. II
Spaniards and Pueblo Indians also used the strategy of prevention of upstream settlement in New Mexico. Both Santa Clara Pueblo and the vecinos
(Hispanic residents) of Ranchos de Taos were able to obtain upstream grants
ofland in order to control upstream irrigation. 1z Spaniards and Indians alike
realized that keeping new settlers out in the first place was better than trying
to assert prior use claims, especially when water was scarce. Prior use claims
almost never led to an award of exclusive use, for once an upstream user was
in place authorites considered the needs of all irrigators and generally decreed a regimen of water sharing.
Lipsett-Rivera found indigenous peoples to be astute defenders of their
water rights against overwhelming odds. Indian communities used the courts
when necessary, but they also resorted to self-help when the process of litigation was too slow. They also found they had a better chance of success in
court if they joined with other communities to fight a water appropriation by
a wealthy hacendado. Sometimes, however, the initial indigenous solidarity
gave way to bickering and divisiveness as litigation dragged on for decades.
Such a schism occured when in Mexico three Indian villages combined to
fight hacendado Martin Calvo in the latter decades of the eighteenth century. After one of the villages was wiped out by disease, the other two battled
over the share of the abandoned village until the claimants' wives asked the
viceroy for a final decision to end the litigation. The women complained that
their husbands were away from home so much pursuing the case that their
crops were dying from lack of tending, not lack of waterY
Lipsett-Rivera documents numerous instances in which indigenous communities used the judicial system to preempt Spanish strategies that would
limit the Natives' future access to water. For instance Indians attempted to
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enforce contracts with Spaniards for water rental and agreements with Spaniards to clean Indian acequias. The Natives designed such strategies to prevent
a claim ofa servitude (similar to adverse possession) that would allow Spaniards
to receive a share ofavailable water in a future reportimiento (division of water
between Spaniards and Indian communities).14 However, these tactics usually
failed because the concerns of meeting existing needs prevailed in most repartimientos in the long run. Yet, unlike the experience in northern Mexico, Lipsett-Rivera found that "although plaintiffs claimed that they had a dire necessity for water in order to survive, the longest tenure of resources without any
legal challenge was the most secure claim to irrigation."15
Lippsett-Rivera seems to be saying that prior use was more important than
need in the cases she studied, but elsewhere in the book she makes clear that
this condition was true only for the early colonial time period and for the
region of southern Puebla. Lipsett-Rivera believes that "the doctrine of prior
appropriation prevailed in Mexico as it did in Puebla during the colonial
period," although she bases this on secondary evidence. Actually the system
of Hispanic water law was not appropriative. Pn"oroppropriotion is a modern
term not found in the Hispanic cases. Under prior appropriation, the oldest
users get all the water needed, trumping more recent users who might get no
water in times of scarcity. Prior use, on the other hand, was just one factor to
be considered along with other criteria such as need. 16 In any case, LipsettRivera's basic conclusion is sound: water allocations between haciendas and
indigenous communities "had to reflect a certain understanding of fairness,
past use, or simply the balance of power. When this equilibrum was forgotten and trampled over without due process, sabotage or sometimes violence
resulted."17
Michael Murphy has studied irrigation in the Bajfo region of central Mexico, coming to somewhat different conclusions than those of Lipsett-Rivera.
In the colonial system, Indian communities were assumed to have water
rights without the need to produce written titles to support them. Spanish
settlers sometimes usurped those water rights, but their encroachments often led to Indian rebellions. Murphy found that the criterion of need was
often applied to disputes in northern Mexico, a conclusion not unlike that
of William Taylor for central Mexico. 1s
Taylor studied twenty-two water cases from a variety of places within the
Audiencia of Mexico spanning the period from 1538 to 1800. He found that
these decisions seldom referred to the Recopilocion but were pragmatic judgments to keep the "peace among the Indians and farmers."19 (Lipsett-Rivera
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also echoed Taylor's emphasis on pragmatism and scant mention ofthe Recopilaci6n. )20 Taylor found that the principles of prior use and need were the
most important factors in water distribution and that proximity to the source
and protection of Indian communities were important butlesser factors.
When prior use was applied, it seldom provided exclusive rights to irrigation
water. Instead, Indians and others who claimed prior use were usually required to share available water. 21 For examplein a 1705 Puebla case between
an Indian community and a Spaniard, the water judge measured both the
available water in the river and the amount of water the Indians were using,
and assigned an additional portion of water to a sugar mill. 22 In this case as
in others cited by Taylor, the pragmatic approach sought to balance the
needs of the irrigators with the availability of water.
According to Taylor,oneed was sometimes tied to prior use in a dynamic
way. In repartimientos involving Indian communities, their prior use claims
were generally sustained only "for their personal needs ... [and] for the irrigation of their fields and orchards."23 The irrigatiou" ofland to be acquired
in the future, whether Spanish or Indian, was not covered by repartimientos.
One example was a repartimiento involving the Indians of Apaseo and the
Spaniard Hernan Perez. He and his descendants were awarded the use ofthe
water needed "for the irrigation of only the lands which they have and possess right now and not those [lands] that they may acquire in the future."24
Ward Stavig has studied land and water disputes between indigenous people and their Spanish neighbors in Peru during the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries. Like Mexican Indians, the Peruvian indigenous people skillfully employed the Spanish legal system, sometimes citing specific sections of
Spanish law to make their arguments. In water disputes between hacendados
and indigenous communities the Indians often won the case, but like the
hacendados in Puebla studied by Lipsett-Rivera, the Spaniards in Peru often
disregarded government edicts.25 In one case from 1754, the Indians of Oropesa
complained that the upstream haciendas had restricted their water supply contrary to an agreement previously worked out between the parties. Under its
terms, the Indian community received water on Monday, Tuesday, and Sunday nights, but the volume was insufficient to water their fields and garden
plots, or for the chickens raised as part of their tribute. The Oropesa Indians
petitioned for more water and were awarded additional flow-all day on Monday and Tuesday. This increased water allotment, based on need, solved the
problem until the hacendados cut offthe Indians' daytime supply. Even when
ordered to abide by the water-sharing agreement, the hacendados refused.
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Their illegal act so outraged the community of Oropesa that several Spaniards testified on behalf of the Indians in subsequent proceedings. Tomas de
Duenas, a member of an old Spanish family and a resident of Oropesa, testified that the hacendados were cutting off the Indians' water and that the
Indians had predated the haciendas. The Spaniards were breaking a watersharing agreement based on need, which the Indian community relied on as
leverage to attain compliance}6
Michael Meyer has examined numerous water-allocation cases throughout New Mexico, the greater Southwest, and central Mexico. His analysis
isolated seven criteria applied in water-allocation decisions: just title, prior
use, need, injury to third party, intent, legal right, and equity.27 Most, but not
all, of these criteria were important to New Mexico cases studied for this
article. Just title refers to a written document granting water rights (merced
de agua), similar to a land grant. Although just title was an important consideration in water disputes in central Mexico, few grants of water rights were
made in New Mexico, and none ofthe cases studied below involved the presentation of a written merced de agua to justify a claim for water 28
The principle of prior use or priority, sometimes referred to as prejerencia,
was claimed in several of the cases studied. The criterion of need was mentioned more frequently than any other and was often opposed in the cases to
the principle of prior use. The criteria of injury to third party, intent, and
equity and the common good are all related to need in the cases studied. For
instance, the intent of the government to increase agricultural production so
that settlers could be self-sufficient was a concept similar to need. Another
principle in Michael Meyer's list of criteria is legal right. Encapsulated in
this concept is the tension between the rights and needs of the individual
versus the rights and needs of the community. Thus, Meyer's criteria are
helpful in understanding the New Mexico cases in most instances. 29
Daniel Tyler has examined water litigation in New Mexico with an eye
to determining the rights of communities. Tyler cites an important section
from Mariano Galvan y Rivera's 1842 Ordenanzas de Tierra y Aguas titled
"Special Suggestions to Those Who Measure Out and Divide Up the Waters." It says that the most equitable thing to do when stream Row was reduced or there were numerous water grants on river courses was to "completely forget the antiquity of the respective grants, and considering everyone
equal, proceed to prorate the division [of water] by days and nights ... so that
the benefit and loss may be divided up equally amongst everyone." Tyler
concludes that in New Mexico water administration, equitable or propor-
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tional distribution \\fas the objective and that both Spaniards and Mexicans
developed a system of sharing designed to avoid costly litigation. Absolute
water rights were inconsistent with Spanish thinking and inappropriate to the
New Mexican environment. 3o
This article builds on the work of Tyler, Meyer, Taylor, Lipsett-Rivera,
and other colonial Latin American scholars who emphasize the tension between competing principles articulated by the courts and advocated by parties vying for scarce irrigation water. In the cases studied, one of the parties
to the conflict had been using the water on a stream system longer than the
other party, claiming that prior use justified an award of a large share or all
of the available water. However, only in rare cases did the doctrine of prior
use prevail. The competing principle of need/equity usually won out in water-allocation decisions. Although the court often recognized the importance
of prior use and gave the senior water user some deference and privilege, it
generally allocated the water on the basis of need/equity.3!

Background of Water Allocation in Spain and Mexico
Among the precedents for the allocation of water in New Mexico was the
Tribunal of Waters in Valencia, Spain. During the fourteenth and fifteenth
centuries this tribunal met every Thursday on the steps of the cathedral of
Valencia to make water-allocation decisions and resolve the previous week's
irrigation conflicts. The primary function of the Tribunal of Waters, which
was made up of the officials of the seven acequias of the Valencia Huerta
(irrigated region), was the informal allocation of water among the acequias.
Irrigators pleaded their cases without lawyers, and Tribunal decisions were
swift and summary and free from appeal. Water allocations were based on
customary law-local knowledge and practice-and were not highly technicapz According to Thomas F. Glick, "each irrigator received water in proportion to the amount of land he held.... All irrigators shared in times of
abundance and were equally deprived in times of drought." Likewise in New
Mexico two or three centuries later, the lack of lawyers and the remoteness
of the province caused irrigators to seek solutioris to water conflicts from alcaldes and governors and, on occasion, from the local priest. Just as in medieval Valencia, the administration of justice in both land and water cases in
New Mexico was based largely on local custom. 33
A water judge (juez de aguas) was often appointed by municipalities, as authorized by the Recopilaci6n, to adjudicate water disputes involving Indians in
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central Mexico. 14 Although the juez de aguas is still found in widely scattered
locations in Mexico, the office mostly died out at the end of the sixteenth
century. Some communities such as Celaya then followed the example of
the Valencia Tribunal ofWaters, whereby "water administration and dispute
adjustment were assumed by the farmers themselves."35 The practice of appointing water judges continued into the nineteenth century throughout
Mexico and especially in New Mexico. These officials, sometimes called
alcaldes deagua, jueces/veedores, and mandadores, also made their water
allocations in accordance with local custom. 36
Local customary law has always existed alongside a more uniform nationallaw in Spain and the Americas. Customary law helped define more explicitly property rights described abstractly in national law. In this process, local
customs accepted over time were then incorporated into written Spanish
law. Water rights particularly did not lend themselves to precise formulation
in compilations oflaws like the Reco/Jilacfon. The dialectic between the law
of Spain and her colonies embodied in the Reco/Jilacfon on one hand and
local customary law on the other was often present in New Mexico land and
water cases. 17

Laws and Local Ordinances
The task of making water-allocation decisions in the Spanish colonial and
Mexican periods in New Mexico fell most often to local governmental officials, who not only allocated water but also enacted ordinances articulating
guidelines for distribution of water. These ordinances were often part of
broader sets of rules governing the founding of new settlements and the distribution ofland and water within those settlements. Such a body of rules was
promulgated for the Villa of Santa Fe in 1609 and for the Villa of Pitic (now
Hermosillo, Sonora), in 1781.38
The Plan of Pitic contains instructions for the establishment of the Villa of
Pitic, the election of a municipal government, the setting aside of common
lands within the four square leagues granted to the villa, and the distribution
ofland and water to the settlers. Article 19 of the Plan of Pitic provided for the
distribution of irrigable land and the designation of acequias to irrigate that
land, so that each settler would know the headgate by which his land was to be
irrigated. 39 Article 19 also provided that settlers shall "not have the right or
power to take water belonging to others nor in a greater quantity than is their
share."4o Article 20 provided that an alcalde or mandador be appointed to dis-
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tribute the water diverted from the acequia madre (main ditch) to the branch
ditches. That official was required to list the hours of the day and night when
each landowner could irrigate. The plan directed the mandador (similar to
today's mayordomo) to allocate the water "in accordance with the need of
each irrigated tract."4! The Plan of Pitic thus mandated equity and need as
the overriding principles of water distribution.
The instructions given by Viceroy Luis de Velasco to Governor Pedro de
Peralta in 1609 for the founding of Santa Fe contained a similar provision.
The alcaldes and regidores (councilmen) of the villa were to delineate house
lots and garden sites and apportion "the water necessary for the irrigation" of
the irrigable tracts. Again, need was the leading criterion mentioned in these
viceregal instructions. 42 Santa Fe was settled in 1610, and by April or May the
Spaniards had dug the two main acequias: the Acequia Madre south of the
Santa Fe River, ~nd what came to be known as the Acequia Muralla north
of the river. Over the next two and a half centuries, more explicit water distribution ordinances were enacted for all the Santa Fe acequias. 43

In 1722 alcalde Francisco Bueno de Bohorquez yCorcuera promulgated
an ordinance dealing with water distribution for the two Santa Fe acequias. 44
When the Santa Fe River became low and water scarce by mid-July, the alcalde appointed two men to act as water judges/inspectors, one for the acequia north of the river and the other for the acequia and springs in the Analco
district to the south. Their charge was to examine the fields irrigated by each
acequia and to allocate the water, each "responding always to the greatest
need."45 The larger the field, the more water it would receive, but unweeded
fields foreshadowing a lost crop would receive no water until the jueces/
veedores saw fit. The judges/inspectors were cautioned that the poor widows
should receive their share of water and that under no circumstances should
they favor their relatives or "mistreat anyone in word or in deed."46 They were
to be impartial, "giving to everyone what they need."47 Should anyone be
rude to the judges, he or she would be subject to a twenty-five peso fine and
eight days in jail. However, this ideal of equitable water distribution despite
gender, age, or wealth did not always hold up in practice. 48
Alcalde Bueno de Bohorquez named Tomas Jiron de Tejeda as judge/
inspector for the acequias north of the Santa Fe River and Nicolas Ortiz for
the acequias south of the river in the Analco barrio. A year later Ortiz, who
owned land north of the Santa Fe River on the northern acequia, incurred
the wrath ofJiron de Tejeda and alcalde Bueno de Bohorquez for violating
the water regulation he had been appointed to enforce. The trouble began
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on a Sunday night in July 1723. While Cristobal Armenta and several other
pobres tried utilizing their turn on the upper acequia to irrigate their fields,
they suddenly realized that there was no water in the ditch. The next morning, when Armenta walked up the acequia to find out who was diverting the
water, he found that Nicolas Ortiz himself had turned the acequia into his
own wheat field. Armenta complained to alcalde Bueno de Bohorquez who
sent Jiron de Tejeda and another water distributor (repartidor) to investigate.
Finding the acequia blocked with sod (cespedes), the inspectors told Ortiz to
report to the alcalde the next day and explain his violcition of the water regulations, ofwhich he was certainly aware. However, Ortiz did not appear until
the next evening, and when alcalde Bueno de Bohorquez asked why he had
not reported that morning, Ortiz claimed that the midday sun made him ill.
For this insolence Bueno de Bohorquez tried to arrest Ortiz and place him
in the guardhouse, where he would find ample shade, but Ortiz defiantly
drew his sword and raced across the plaza to the parish church, where he
would receive asylum and immunity from arrest. 49
After his dramatic flight across the Santa Fe plaza Ortiz petitioned Lieutenant Governor Juan Paez Hurtado for relief. Paez Hurtado allowed Ortiz
to leave the church without fear of arrest and assigned the case to Governor
Juan Domingo Bustamante, who was away from the capital. Unfortunately,
nothing in this case file reveals Governor Bustamante's ruling and Ortiz's
fate, but the lack of a final decree by the governor leaves the impression that
the elite Captain Nicolas Ortiz escaped punishment, in spite of his insubordination and flagrant disregard of the Santa Fe water regulations. 50
Although the Ortiz case indicates that the Spanish elite could sometimes
violate water-allocation rules with impunity, the opposite was true in fact. As
the thickness of this criminal expediente (court file) testifies, alcalde Bueno
de Bohorquez seriously enforced his own water regulations, which decreed
the equitable distribution of water between the poor and the elites. It is unlikely that after a lengthy public investigation Captain Nicolas Ortiz would
be able easily to steal someone else's water, especially when alcalde Bueno
de Bohorquez displayed such a readiness to put him in jail. Certainly the
poor people on the upper acequia north of the Santa Fe River were able to
irrigate freely during the time that Ortiz was taking refuge in the parish
church. The pobres learned that reporting infractions to the alcalde would
initiate legal action against offenders. Nicolas Ortiz also complained that
during his asylum in the church, his untended crops and livestock were in
jeopardy and that one of his cattle died. Perhaps he learned that defying a determined alcalde did not pay in the long run. 51
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Another example of the passions aroused by a lawsuit over water was an
1833 case concerning an acequia near Santa Cruz de la Canada. This time,
the issue was the location of an acequia, not water allocation. Diego Pacheco
had peremptorily moved the acequia in question to a new location, but the
ayuntamiento (town council) of Santa Cruz de la Canada decided that the
acequia should return to its old location. This decision was agreed to by almost everyone, except Diego Pacheco, who told the ayuntamiento that he
would continue using the prohibited acequia even ifhe had to ki)l someone.
The ayuntamiento's response demonstrates the connection between religion
and the administration of water. The ayuntamiento told Pacheco that "God
did not order the taking of lives [even for] just causes."5Z
Almost fifty years after alcalde Bueno de Bohorquez decreed the 1722 Santa
Fe water regulations, the same water-distribution problems still plagued the
villa, and new issues had developed. In 1768 Governor Pedro Fermin de
Mendinueta issued a banda (edict) covering a range of agricultural problems
including irrigation and the thorny issue of animal damage to planted fields.
Given that many fields were unfenced, it was difficult to keep cattle and pigs
from getting into irrigated farmlands, and pigs and other srrialler animals still
easily invaded the few fields enclosed by primitive fences. Governor Mendinueta provided that owners of animals causing damage would be fined iftheir
livestock was found harming "planted fields so necessary for the subsistence of
the people." Experts appointed by alcalde Felipe Tafoya would survey the
damage and assess the fine. 53 Governor Mendinueta then dealt with some new
concerns, one of which was "the number of thefts that take place in the cornfields and gardens of those who take the trouble to plant and cultivate their
lands."54 Settlers who lost their gardens to weeds may have been among the
agricultural thieves. The governor, well informed about the problem (possibly
he himself had been a victim of vegetable theft), detailed a plan for solving it
that included penalties for those caught stealing produce. Whites (blancos)
would suffer public shame (vergiien.za) at the pillory (picota) with the stolen
vegtables hanging from their necks, and mestizos (de color quebrada) would
receive twenty-five lashes. 55 Mendinueta also attempted to limit access to
planted lands by would-be produce thieves. 56
A key part of Governor Mendinueta's agricultural plans involved water
distribution. First,.Mendinueta ordered all vecinos "to plant and cultivate
[their farmlands] on time."57 Second, the governor directed the alcalde to
apply a water-distribution standard relating to the amount of work an irrigator had performed on his field. The alcalde was to distribute scarce water
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with equity (con equidad), but Mendinueta instructed, "If someone should
ask for water and their cornfields or gardens are lost and incapable of producing because of failure to cultivate, [the water] will be denied them."58
This regulation clearly expresses the connection between equity and need
as principles ofwater allocation. Equity did not mean that the available water
would be divided equally between irrigators. Rather, the concept meant that
only farmers who invested labor in their fields would be allocated the water
their crops required. The overriding principle was sustaining the crops to
produce food for the subsistence of the people. The need of the fields could
be ascertained in a concrete way, allowing the alcalde to define more narrowly the abstract concept of equity. This idea also seems to have had religious overtones, tying the principle of equity to a divine equity or balance
that, if properly applied, would bring the rain, as we will see in the Santa Fe
water regulations from the late 1820S still to be discussed. 59
Another group of water allocation and acequia ordinances was issued by
the Santa Fe ayuntamiento in the late 1820S and early 1830S. These regulations often dealt with flooding of streets by acequias that lacked canDas (culverts) or flumes or whose banks were not high enough. Another concern was
the relationship between public health and maintaining clean acequias. An
1833 decree of the Santa Fe ayuntamiento, drafted by Antonio Barreiro, provided that "acequias and streams must be kept clean and persons prevented
from polluting or befouling them with garbage, dead animals or whatever
else."60 In a time when sanitation was almost nonexistent, such measures
were necessary, if not always effective. 61
On the issue of water allocation, the Santa Fe ayuntamiento had shifted
from the concept of equity as defined in eighteenth-century New Mexico to a
criterion that was closer to equality. In 1829 the ayuntamiento promulgated an
ordinance concerning water distribution and acequias containing the usual
provision requiring canoas where acequias crossed roads and trails. Although
noting that acequia overflows were causing little swamps to appear all over
Santa Fe, the ayuntamiento made no connection between the scarcity of irrigation water and the loss of acequia water from lack of proper canoas. The
emphasis in these 1829 regulations was on the appointment of an official to
distribute the water "in an orderly and completely efficient [manner]."62 As in
Governor Mendinueta's decree sixty years earlier, the encouragement offarming was a primary object ofthe ayuntamiento, but instead ofapplying the principle of equity (equidad); the ayuntamiento told the water distributor (repartidor de agua) to allocate the water"equally without excepting anyone."63
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By declaring a new water-distribution standard-equality-the ayuntamiento hoped to avoid complaints from individuals not receiving any water as
well as accusations that the elites were receiving more than their share. Excluding no one from the distribution of water set an impossible task for the water
distributor, which is why the job of mayordomo was (and still is) so difficult. 64
The broad principle of equity differed in application, depending on whether
the concept was igualdad (equality) or equidad. Equidad implied a broad
sense offairness, allowing the kind of interpretation found in Governor Mendinueta's ordnance, in which the need ofthe fields was a modifying standard that
authorities could objectively determine. Igualdad, as used by the 1829 Santa Fe
ayuntamiento, did not allow such latitude in practice and meant that irrigators
would receive roughly the same amount of water regardless of their fields'
condition. Since the result of igualdad was often impractical, especially when
water was scarce, it best fits the analysis of Michael Meyer: "the doctrine of
equity and the common good encompassed lofty and perhaps unattainable
ethical goals."65 In any case, the broad principle of equity and fairness, whether
equidad or igualdad, was usually in opposition to the criteria of prior use as a
water-allocation principle. 66
Equity was also identified with the common good. An 1841 report by the
Santa Fe Water Commission recommended that a grant be made to Guadalupe Miranda because he helped travelers with water and supplies and the
grant would be "in the common good."67 The 1829 Santa Fe ayuntamiento
went even farther. It said that water distribution based on igualdad would
lead to "good harmony [so] God our lord will increase its [flow]. Otherwise,
He will punish US."68 Equal water distribution would lead to harmony, which
in turn would lay the groundwork for divine intervention on behalf of the
community as a whole. This emphasis on community well-being and harmony as among the highest social values was in accord with the key concepts
of the Hispanic legal system of that time.
The idea of compromise, equity, and community welfare were in direct
opposition, however, to the prevailing values of the Anglo American society
that began to penetrate New Mexico with the opening of the Santa Fe Trail
in 1821. The American law at this time emphasized the individualism displayed in an adversarial struggle between the opposing parties. The contest
would lead to a decision with clear winners and losers. In contrast, the Spanish and Mexican system of justice relied heavily on compromise and conciliation to reach an outcome in which each side got something of what they
wanted. 69 The tension between two legal systems, one emphasizing indi-
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vidual rights and the other the rights of the community, was similar to the
opposition of prior use and need/equity as principles of water distribution.
The water allocation principle of prior use was more in step with the Anglo
winner-take-all approach to justice. An examination of specific water allocation cases provides an opportunity to assess the relative importance of prior
use and need/equity in their outcome.

Water Allocation Between Competing Irrigators
In 1762 Antonio Baca was placed in possession of a land grant at Nuestra
Senora de la Luz de la Lagunitas on the Rio Puerco. When alcalde and cartographer Bernardo de Miera y Pacheco placed boundary markers (mojon-

eras) at the four comers of the grant, he placed the fourth mojonera on the
north bank of Agua Salada Creek. The property of another grantee, Juan
Tafoya (Altamirano), embraced the south bank. Agua Salada Creek was apparently an intermittent stream with a scanty flow, so alcalde Miera y Pacheco specified in the act of possession that "these two adjoining settlers shall
have the use of the said water in equal proportions due to its scarcity."7o Having received his grant, and settled and farmed it prior to the Antonio Baca
grant, Tafoya enjoyed prior use, but alcalde Miera y Pacheco mandated a
water-sharing regime based on need/equality.71
Another instance of water allocation by an alcalde took place in Socorro
in 1827. The allocation involved competition between prior use and need/
equity claims. Manuel Trujillo petitioned Governor Antonio Narbona, asserting several claims "as one of the first re-settlers who has cultivated the
land."72 At the time Trujillo was feuding with alcalde Santiago Torres over
several matters, most but not all dealing with water. According to Trujillo,
alcalde Torres had given water "to others who have just settled in the jurisdiction, completely denying us the first [settlers], the use of the water from
the spring by which the land is irrigated."73 Trujillo added that Torres had
also hired someone to spy on him and to report on his extramarital affairs. In
an unusually sophisticated tum of phrase, Trujillo accused the alcalde of
acting "with the despotism of a Robespierre."74
In his response alcalde Santiago Torres laid out the other side of the story,
describing a long series of run-ins with Trujillo. In one instance Torres contacted the asesor(legal advisor) of New Mexico and two impartial experts to
assist the settlement of another acequia dispute involving Trujillo. Although
the settlement had been reduced to writing in Trujillo's presence, he had
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refused to abide by the agreement. Regarding water allocation, Trujillo
charged that the alcalde took the water from Trujillo and his companions
and gave it to those who had just arrived. Denying Trujillo's claim, Torres
countered that water scarcity moved him to follow principles of water distribution laid down by his predecessors. The alcalde's water allocation plan was
to divide the water equally, so that each fJarciante could irrigate a garden
twelve paces wide by two hundred paces long. Torres wrote, "If there was
surplus water [available after the gardens were irrigated], [the alcalde] gave
it to those who sow corn and wheat."75 Given that GovernorNarbona did not
respond to alcalde Torres's report, he probably agreed with the alcalde's water allocation plan. Indeed, delegating authority over water distribution to a
local official was common practice at that time. 76
The effect ofthis distribution, based on need was to give available water
to irrigators in accordance with the nature of their crops. With personal gardens providing for the daily needs of the settlers, even a small garden
(roughly 12 x 200 yards) was important. In some instances, when water was
scarce, the surplus water after irrigating the gardens would not be sufficient
to irrigate the fields of corn and wheat. In that case irrigation preference was
given to those who sowed wheat because "what ought not to be lost is the
wheat fields."77 That allocation was to be made without regard to the prior
use, despite Trujillo's request for such a preference.
In Santa Fe another allocation between different uses was made by the
ayuntamiento in 1832. Unlike the 1722 water regulations under which the
alcalde appointed a water judge/inspector for each of the two Santa Fe acequias, in 1832 each barrio was to appoint a water distributor who would allocate the water with equality. In times of scarcity "the gardens were not to be
given preference over the farmlands."78 The difference between Santa Fe's
and Socorro's water allocations probably related to the age of the Villa of
Santa Fe established in 1610 versus Socorro founded aboutI817. The Socorro
alcalde could cap the size of its residents' gardens since that community was
still in the process of being settled. The size and number of gardens in Santa
Fe, however, had been established for a long time. Located near the residences, the Santa Fe gardens could be irrigated with rainwater collected
from the roofs and channeled into the gardens (chorreras).7 9
Another case pitting prior use against need/equity involved the Pueblo of
Santa Ana and several Spanish irrigators at Angostura southeast of the
pueblo. The Spanish landowners had acquired from San Felipe Pueblo land
that had long been the subject of dispute and litigation between Santa Ana
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and San Felipe. The Guadalajara Audiencia finally heard the matter in 1818,
confirming an earlier decision ordering the Spaniards who had purchased
lands from San Felipe to restore them to Santa Ana. Most Spaniards accepted other lands at Algodones 80
However, a few stayed at Angostura. Among that number were Pablo
Montoya, Antonio Montoya, and Juan Pablo Archibeque, who not only remained on the land but continued to farm it. Not surprisingly, these Spaniards (especially Pablo Montoya) were involved in water disputes with Santa
Ana Pueblo.8I To settle the first dispute in April of 1824, Governor Bartolome
Baca signed a temporary settlement (composicion) of water use between
Santa Ana and the Angostura irrigators to preserve the crops that had already
been planted. Baca's solution was "to join [the Hispanic vecinos] as co-owners of the [Santa Ana] acequia with the same limits as last year."82 In 1829
another dispute between Santa Ana and Pablo Montoya was resolved by ordering that Montoya be required to work on the acequia and be allowed to
continue irrigating from the Santa Ana acequia. 83 Five years later in 1834, the
Montoyas and Archibeque asked Governor Francisco Sarracino (1833':"'1835)
to implement Governor Baca's 1824 decree. The Montoyas and Archibeque
told the governor that their farmlands were adjacent to Santa Ana's irrigable
lands and both could be irrigated from Santa Ana's acequia. According to the
petitioners, the 1824 decree, mandatil)g joint ownership of the acequia, had
still not been executed. They asked Sarracino "in view of our ... necessity,
to provide that we join together with said Pueblo IndiaI1s in the work on the
acequia so that we can irrigate our planted fields that are in existence right
now."84 In response, the governor ordered that the alcalde should "do the
most suitable justice" so that the Angostura settlers would not lose their
planted fields. 85
Although Pablo Montoya and the other Angostura residents had probably
been able to irrigate during the period that they were fighting with Santa Ana
over water, they did not receive an allocation of water until 1836 when they
petitioned alcalde Jose Andres Sandoval. The Angosturan's 1834 petition had
emphasized the necessity of irrigating their planted fields. Recognizing their
need, Sandoval notified the mayordomo of the Santa Ana acequia that "in
the distribution of water [the mayordomo shall] be guided by the greatest
need."86 Two years later, Pablo Montoya complained to the alcalde of Santa
Ana "that he had lost his farmland for the lack of water,"87 although he had
a right to the acequia. Alcalde Salvador Montoya ordered that the Santa Ana
mayordomo give Montoya the water because "even if he did not have any
right, necessity is the highest of alllaws."88
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It would appear that Pablo Montoya and his neighbors had been irrigating their fields informally over the ten years from 1824 to 1834, but the pueblo
had not granted them formal status as irrigators on the Santa Ana acequia.
Every time the Angostura settlers requested a more formal water allocation,
they were allowed to continue their informal practice but granted nothing
more. The 1836 and 1838 declarations of the principle of necessity, emphasizing the irrigation of planted fields, are among the strongest of all the cases
studied. In spite of the prior use of Santa Ana and the highly questionable
nature of Pablo Montoya's title, he and his neighbors were still allowed a
share of water from the Santa Ana acequia based on their need, as long as
they performed their share of work on the acequia.
In 1837, Governor Albino Perez rendered a similar decision concerning
the Santo Domingo acequia, although he emphasized the rights of the
pueblo in this case. Apparently the pueblo had complained to Perez about
interference with its acequia by its Hispanic neighbors. The governor's interim ruling gave the pueblo the right to continue using its acequia without
interference until the case was formally decided. The governor adopted formulaic language used in many water allocation decisions in the 1820S and
18308, stating that the purpose of his interim decrees was to "protect respectively the rights of the mentioned parties, without ignoring [the right] that
because of antiquity and seniority protected the Pueblo of Santo
Domingo."89 Similar language was used in a series of decisions affecting Taos
Pueblo and its Hispanic neighbors rend~red in 1815 and 1823. In these decisions, strong prior use language on behalfof the pueblo did not preclude
water sharing between Taos Pueblo and its neighbors.

Water Allocation in the Taos Valley
As we have seen, during the late 1820S and early 1830S the Santa Fe ayuntamiento passed several water allocation ordinances in which the criterion
of need/equity was paramount. The underlying theme of these local laws was
that attempting to satisfy the needs of every irrigator was in the best interest
of the community. The rhetoric of allocating water in an equitable manner
according to need did not always work out in practice, but the idea had been
present in Santa Fe water ordinances as early as 1722. Thus, by the 1820S
Santa Fe had a history of over two centuries of water allocation among relatively few acequias. 90
The situation in Taos was different. Ute and Comanche raiding had prevented substantial population growth in the Taos area until Spaniards made
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a lasting peace with the Comanches in 1786. Between 1790 and 1821 the number of Spaniards in the Taos region quadrupled from a little over three hundred to more than twelve hundred persons. 9! New settlements grew up on the
grants surrounding Taos Pueblo with farmers irrigating from the RIO Hondo,
Arroyo Seco, Rio Fernando, RIO Chiquito, Rio Grande del Rancho, Rio Lucero, and RIO Pueblo. Water on the latter two streams passed through the
heart of Taos Pueblo and was shared between the pueblo and its Hispanic
neighbors 9z The influx of population into the Taos Valley in the first decades
of the nineteenth century was one of the factors causing the alcaldes and the
Taos ayuntamiento to render fairly conservative water allocation decisions
"favoring well-established landowners, to the great disappointment of outsiders eager for new farmlands."93 Another factor affecting the water allocation
decisions in Taos was Governor Alberto Maynez and his bold but sometimes
unrealistic land and water decrees. 94
The year 181S was a watershed for Governor Maynez. He made the Arroyo
Hondo grant along the RIO Hondo north ofTaos Pueblo, and he ordered the
alcalde of Taos to measure the Taos Pueblo league and evict the Spaniards
within its limits. 95 No Spaniards were evicted, however, and the Arroyo
Hondo grant was made by Governor Maynez on 2 April 181S, after he was
assured by the petitioners that the land requested "was distant from the league of the Indians."96 However, Taos Pueblo was not notified either at the
time of the Arroyo Hondo petition or, as was customarily done, at the time
of the act ofpossession on 10 April 181S. On that spring day, forty-one settlers
were placed in possession of the Arroyo Hondo grant on tracts of land averaging one hundred varas along the Rio Hondo. 97
When Taos Pueblo found out about the Arroyo Hondo grant, its leaders
complained to Governor Maynez on 11 April 181S, the day after the Arroyo
Hondo act of possession. The pueblo, through its governor, Jose Francisco
Lujan, did not mention the Arroyo Hondo grant directly but simply asked
that its "league ofland to the four cardinal points" be measured and delivered to them, "so that our families can expand their planted fields and our
animals can have ample pasture."98 Governor Maynez knew that Arroyo
Hondo was on Lujan's mind, however, for in a notation following his decree
he stated, "If the damages that the Indians ofTaos have described result from
the planting permitted to the residents in the cienega ofArroyo Hondo, they
would not be able to plant."99 Governor Maynez had just made the grant to
. the Arroyo Hondo settlers five days earlier without consulting Taos Pueblo
and now, without notifying the Arroyo Hondo settlers, he was threatening to
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revoke the grant. In addition, Maynez told alcalde Pedro Martin to measure
the Taos Pueblo league (approximately seventeen thousand acres surrounding the pueblo), and if the fields and homes of any Spaniards were found
within the league, they would "have to lose their labor, leaving the land free
[for the Indians of Taos Pueblo]."loo
This decree caused immediate turmoil in Taos and beyond. The local
priest and the Protector de Indios represented the pueblo in the ensuing negotiations, but no one represented the Spaniards who would be displaced if
the Maynez decree were followed to the letter. Alcalde Martin, who had the
responsibility of resolving this impossible situation, told the governor that
three communities of Spaniards, numbering almost two hundred families,
would be dispossessed and suggested a compromise whereby the Spaniards
would stay put in return for a onetime payment of forty-five head oflivestock
to the pueblo. lOI Taos Pueblo immediately rejected that offer, although its
governor and the interpreter had earlier agreed to it. The frustrated alcalde
thus had no compromise to lay before Governor Maynez, but he did point
out that the Arroyo Hondo grant, "ten thousand varas distant from the league
[ofTaos Pueblo]," did not injure the pueblo. 102 Governor Maynez refused to
budge regarding Spaniards on the pueblo league but did relent on the Arroyo
Hondo grant. His position was that "Arroyo Hondo shall be populated by
farmers if it can be done without damage to third parties."lOJ
The dispute over the pueblo league was never fully resolved, though Maynez remained firm to the end and stated that the Pueblos' "rights to the
league which his majesty has granted them is incontestable."104 The governor seemed to modify his position a bit, however, by announcing that he
would not make a final ruling unless he was backed up by a judgment from
the Audiencia of Guadalajara. The governor sought a compromise that
would satisfy both the Indians and Spaniards, but since both sides wanted the
land and Taos Pueblo would accept nothing less, reaching a settlement
seemed impossible.I0 5 Faced with similar situations, earlier governors like
Tomas VeIez Cachupln had been able to compel a compromise that upheld
the four-square-Ieague principle and required the most egregious Spanish
trespassers to move, realizing that rigid enforcement of the pueblo league
was not always practical. 106
"Word of Maynez's Taos Pueblo decision sent shock waves up and down
the spine of New Mexico's nervous system, the RIO Grande," according to
legal historian G. Emlen Hall. 107 Antonio Canjuebes, living inside the league of Santa Clara Pueblo, feared that he might be evicted by Governor
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Maynez and "his peculiar ideas" (sus raras Ideas). So Canjuebes, a Spanishspeaking Indian, took the initiative and filed a petition with the commandante generalin Durango, intimating that the Taos decision had so agitated
the Pueblos that violence could break out at any time. Canjuebes may have
been exaggerating, but he certainly knew about the Maynez decision 'and
believed that he had to go outside New Mexico to get a fair hearing. His case
did not relate to water rights, but when the Durango court ordered Canjuebes off his land unless he established membership in the pueblo to Santa
Clara's satisfaction, it seemed to vindicate Governor Maynez's absolutism
regarding the pueblo league. IDS The effect of Governor Maynez's ruling regarding the Taos league was far reaching and influenced water as well as land
distribution. Less than ten years after the Taos Pueblo litigation, two water
rights allocations, involving parties to the 1815 Taos Pueblo lawsuit andothers, were made by local Taos officials. Again the rhetoric of absolute rights
was sounded, but with water rights absolutes were even harder to enforce in
practice. 109
When two leading residents of Arroyo Seco entered into an agreement
concerning water rights they claimed on the Rio Lucero; both Taos Pueblo
and Fernando de Taos contested Arroyo Seco's claim in a lawsuit that dragged on for years. Finally, on 30 December 1823 the ayuntamiento of Taos
rendered a water allocation decision containing strong language in support
of the prior use rights ofTaos Pueblo and reminiscent of the absolutist stance
of Governor Maynez in 1815. Unlike Maynez, however, the Taos ayuntamiento led by Juan Antonio Lobato, showed some flexibility when it outlined
the respective rights of the parties. As in other lawsuits involving water the
advancement of agriculture was the most important consideration, and that
broad principle meant specifically that "none of the parties should lose their
fields."ltO According to Lobato, Taos Pueblo had a strong claim of prior use
ofthe Rio Lucero because its irrigation from that river dated from "the foundation of the pueblo."lll In addition, Taos had purchased land directly north
of the pueblo known as the Tenorio tract. Ownership of that parcel, Lobato
said, gave the pueblo a new right to the Rio Lucero. As a result, "since time
immemorial [the pueblo members] have been absolute owners with a complete right to the water of the Rio Lucero," according to the ayuntamiento. IIZ
As for Arroyo Seco, the ayuntamiento decided that its settlers had acquired
their land through a grant made by Governor Codallos y Rabal "but had not
made use of the granted land for a long time," and in 1815 began to use their
land. ll3 Nevertheless, the ayuntamiento suggested that"one surco of water
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shall be allowed them [settlers at Arroyo Seco) from the Rio Lucero when the
water is abundant and in times of scarcity it shall be given to them proportionately."114 This water allocation took into account the need of the Arroyo
Seco settlers while recognizing the prior use claims of Taos Pueblo.
This water allocation in December 1823 and another in Arroyo Hondo six
months earlier contain the strongest language concerning absolute water
rights of any New Mexico cases. Nevertheless, the end result was a watersharing compromise in which "no petitioner received all he asked for but no
one was left empty-handed."115 The ayuntamiento, so eager to make a strong
statement on behalf of prior use, seemed to overemphasize land ownership
as a measure of water rights. Unlike the decree a little more than a decade
later by alcalde Jose Andres Sandoval in connection with the Santa Ana acequia, the rights ofArroyo Seco and Taos Pueblo seemed to be based as much
on land ownership as water usage. Pablo Montoya did not have clear title to
his land near the Santa Ana acequia but was allowed to share the water in that
acequia with Santa Ana Pueblo because his planted fields needed water. The
purchase of the Tenorio tract by Taos Pueblo~ which gave the pueblo access
to the Rio Lucero, would not usually establish water rights unless the owners diverted and used water from the river. 116
The Taos ayuntamiento may also have been acting, as did later governors
of Mexican New Mexico, "as a counterbalance in slowing down the rush of
greedy vecinos to possess Indian property."ll? The Indian property in question was unused land, lying within the pueblo league, that vecinos began requesting as early as 1821, in the wake of the liberal legislation of the Spanish
Cortes that remained in force in independent Mexico. IIs Another factor was
the tendency, mentioned earlier, to favor established landowners in competition with newcomers for scarce land and water. The purpose seemed to be
to discourage new settlement in the Taos Valley, and strong statements about
the rights established by prior use were made equally in cases involving Taos
Pueblo, where the prior usage was considered to be from time immemorial,
as in others like Arroyo Hondo, where the prior usage period was not even a
decade. 119
After the initial settlement ofArroyo Hondo, a second settlement, known
as San Antonio, was established upriver in 1823. The San Antonio settlers
received authorization from Governor Jose Antonio Vizcarra (1822-1823) for
the new settlement and were placed in possession of their private tracts by
alcalde Vicente Trujillo in late May 1823. About that same time the settlers
dug two acequias that still irrigate their farmlands, the San Antonio Acequia
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to the north and the Prando Acequia south of the Rio Hondo. These acequias, and another dug from the Rio Hondo by Arroyo Seco settlers, threatened Arroyo Hondo's water supply, causing settlers to complain to the Taos
ayuntamiento. 120
On 23 July 1823 alcalde Juan Antonio Lobato made a water allocation between Arroyo Hondo, San Antonio (upper Arroyo HondoNaldez), and Arroyo Seco. His decision contains some of the strongest prior use language of
any of the water cases studied. Foreshadowing his Rio Lucero allocation in
December of the same year, Lobato first decided the relative rights of the
Arroyo Seco settlers vis-a-vis both Arroyo Hondo settlements. According to
the ayuntamiento, "Arroyo Hondo [both settlements] has a complete and
absolute rightto the water from its source": Arroyo Hondo because of its antiquity and San Antonio because of the possession authorized by Governor
Vizcarra. l2l The ayuntamiento continued, "Without the permission and
consent [ofArroyo Hondo] the settlers ofArroyo Seco cannot use the acequia
which they have taken out of the said river," for the water belonged to those
who cultivated lands on the banks of the river. 122 This presented Arroyo Seco
(and Desmontes two miles to the east) with a potentially crippling water
rights problem, which was apparently resolved, for these communities have
continued to irrigate from the Cuchilla acequia. 123 It is interesting to note the
similarity in the language between this July case and the December Taos
Pueblo-Arroyo Seco water allocation. Alcalde Lovato and the ayuntamiento
did not distinguish between the prior use of an Indian Pueblo and that of a
relatively recent Hispanic community, but used strong absolutist language
in both cases.

Water Allocation Between the Pueblos
Some pueblos asserted the principle of prior use against other pueblos, and
in a dispute between Acoma and Laguna Pueblos, each one claimed prior
use over the other. Since Laguna was founded, the two pueblos had been
fighting over the water from the Rio San Jose. In 1757 Governor Marin del
Valle ruled in favor ofAcoma on land irrigated at Cubero but recognized that
Laguna should have "the privilege of irrigating their sowings in case the running water subsides."124 When fray Francisco Atanasio Dominguez made his
visitation to Acoma in 1776, he reported thatAcomas at Cubero were irrigating with water from the Rio San Jose and noted that Cubero was three leagues from Laguna and five to six leagues from Acoma. At Cubero the Acoma
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Indians "sow all they can ... on both sides of the river that flows to Laguna .
. . and harvest very reasonable cropS."12) In 1788 fray Juan Agustin Morff
described the land at Cubero as "the best which they [the Acomas] possess,
as much because of the good quality of the land as because they utilize the
irrigation which the spring of EI Gallo makes easy for them." According to
Morfi, the irrigated fields at Cubero were "two short leagues wide from east
to west and ahalf-a-Ieague long from north to south."126 Laguna and Acoma
were apparently sharing water, with Laguna retaining a right to surplus water
under the 1757 Marin del Valle decree.
By 1827 Laguna had become dissatisfied with this arrangement. In a petition to Governor Narbona, the Lagunas stated that Acoma irrigated its large
cultivated gardens near the pueblo from springs at the foot of the pueblo
when seasonal rain (de temporal) was insufficient. Laguna had no dispute
with Acoma over those springs and fields, but in relation to the Cubero lands,
Laguna spokesmen asked the governor for a preference over water from the
Rio San Jose although the Lagunas would allow the Acomas to "plant a small
tract so as not to impede the flow ofwater." Lying downstream on the Rio San
Jose, Laguna claimed prior use- but not exclusive use-over its water and
believed that Acoma was impeding its flow. No decision was made on the
Laguna petition. 127
Remaining unresolved throughout the Mexican period, the Acoma-Laguna dispute became one of the earliest water rights cases filed in the territorial courts of New Mexico. In 1854 Acoma filed suit against Laguna to
determine the ownership of land and water rights near the Ojo del Gallo.
Acoma claimed that its ancestors, known as the Pueblos ofTsiam-a, had settled on the Rio del Gallo more than two hundred years before. Sometime
later, the Acomas claimed, Laguna Pueblo was established on the same
stream below the Pueblo ofTsiam-a. Laguna initially claimed only the Rio
del Gallo's surplus water not used by Acoma but later asserted equal or exclusive entitlement to the water in that stream. Disputing many ofthe historical claims made by Acoma, the Lagunas argued that Acoma had lost some
water rights through abandonment. Nevertheless, in this case Laguna did not
claim a preferential or exclusive right but rather a right "in common with the
Acoma people."128

In the case brought by Acoma, the territorial district court of New Mexico
decided that Acoma owned most of the land in dispute and that its people
were in fact the descendants of the Pueblo ofTsiam-a. The court enjoined
Laguna from using the land in question but awarded it the surplus water.
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However, the decision did not settle all the land and water problems between
Acoma and Laguna. Water rights issues were often resolved through selfhelp. At one point, when the Lagunas tried to take their share of water, the
Acomas violently expressed their disagreement with the amount of water
diverted. Invading Laguna farms, a band ofAcomas began tearing up onions
and corn, burning houses, and taking hoes, plows, and blankets. 129 Acoma
alleged trespass by Laguna and, in connection with the Acoma-Laguna water wars, filed several cases. These lawsuits show some animosity between the
pueblos, but all cases were settled, demonstratingthat both pueblos continued the practice ofwater-sharing. Although there was a long history of acrimony over land and water rights between Acoma and Laguna, the two pueblos were eventually compelled to share water out of necessity.110

Attempts to Prevent Upstream Irrigation
Most New Mexico settlers realized that, once a junior water appropriator was
settled upstream from a senior water user and had begun farming, the principle of need/equity would override prior use and lead to water sharing, especially in times of scarcity. Accordingly the first settlers on a river often tried
to prevent any settlement upriver from them. One example of this type of
preventative action involved the Juan Tafoya (Altamirano) and San Fernando grants. In 1767 settlers on the San Fernando grant asked that the boundaries of the Tafoya grant be measured, claiming encroachment on the San
Fernando grant. Finding at least two and a half leagues between the grants,
alcalde Bartolome Fernandez rejected the San Fernando protest. lll However, the root of San Fernando's objection was that they did not want anyone
irrigating upstream from them. San Fernando farmers understood that, once
upstream irrigators were in place, downstream irrigators would likely be constrained to share available water in spite of their prior use. ll2 The settlers on
the San Fernando grant also protested adjoining grants to Luis Jaramillo and
to settlers from Atrisco. In their objection to the Luis Jaramillo grant the San
Fernando settlers referred to their lack of water as one of the reasons for the
protest. ll3

In 1795, the residents of Ranchos de Taos tried a different strategy to preempt irrigation upstream from their settlement. Instead of waiting until
Spanish authorities made an adjoining grant, the settlers protested that they
had "information indicating that other vecinos intended to request a grant
[upriver from Ranchos de Taos], or had already requested a grant."1l4 This
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would cause Ranchos de Taos settlers great damage, they said, "because our
majesty knows that said river goes dry and our planted fields are large."m Not
limiting themselves to this protest, however, the Ranchos de Taos settlers
filed another petition asking that the land upriver (later known as the Rancho
del Rfo Grande grant) be granted to them for grazing and not for farming,
"because of the scarcity of the water in the river and because [the river] often goes dry." Governor Fernando Chacon made the grant to the petitioners, who were placed in possession on 9 April 1795. Now the problem of
avoiding upstream irrigators seemed to have been solved. IJ6
Since the Rancho del Rfo Grande grant remained unsettled, it was a
tempting target for landless Hispanos seeking farmland. Nicolas Sandoval
was the first to give in to that temptation, submitting unsuccessful petitions
in 1827 and 1837 to secure the Rancho del Rfo Grande land for settlement
and farming. In his second petition, Nicolas Sandoval told Governor Albino
Perez that he and his fellow settlers were "not asking for any waters [from the
river] for the irrigation of [their] fields" but would rely on springs in the
mountains for irrigation. 1J7 When the ayuntamiento was asked for a report,
its representatives said a grant to Nicolas Sandoval and associates would damage "about 300 families who have lands below ... as the springs which irrigate the [Rancho del Rio Grande] tract are very small and always scanty and
would not be sufficient to irrigate their fields."138 The implication of the
ayuntamiento's report was that the lack of sufficient irrigation water from
springs on the grant would require new settlers to divert water from the river,
forcing downstream users at Ranchos de Taos to share scarce water that was
already inadequate for their needs. Based on this report Governor Albino
Perez rejected the petition of Nicolas Sandoval. By means of the Rancho del
Rfo Grande grant Ranchos de Taos irrigators were able to prevent upriver
settlement and the water-sharing regime that would inevitably result. IJ9
Often, however, downstream irrigators were unsuccessful in preventing
new upriver settlements and were compelled to share water with the new
settlers. In 1752 Juan de Gabaldon asked Governor Velez Cachupfn for a
grant of uncultiyated land on both sides of the Rio Tesuque east of Tesuque
Pueblo. Gabaldon needed irrigated farmland to support his family but was
unable to find any in Santa Fe due to "the great scarcity of water" there. 14o
When alcalde Jose Bustamante Tagle summol1ed the neighboring landowners to investigate the feasibility of making the grant, Juan Benavidez, a landowner downriver from both Gabaldon and Tesuque Pueblo, objected to the
Gabaldon grant. According to Benavfdez, "if the canon were settled, not a
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drop of water would reach him or his fields."141 In spite of Benavfdez's and
Tesuque's objections, Governor Velez Cachupfn made the grant to Juan
Gabaldon, because in his opinion Tesuque Pueblo would suffer no prejudice and the land should not be left unsettled. Gabaldon had promised to
construct a reservoir (tanque), with the help of Tesuque Pueblo and Benavfdez, but Velez Cachupfn ordered him not to "dam [the river] or impede
the course of the water that may be necessary for the cultivation and irrigation of the land of the two ranchos adjoining on the south and north."142 The
governor had received "other private reports" (otms reservados) bringing to
his attention the existence of several springs on the Gabaldon grant that
could augment the supply of irrigation water downstream. (This contrasts
with the Rancho del Rfo Grande grant and the Sandoval petition in which
a determination was made that the springs there would not increase the flow
of the river.) Governor Velez Cachupfn's instructions were characteristically
precise about water sharing on the Gabaldon grant:
When it shall become necessary to dam the flow from the springs of
water that may be within his boundaries which may serve for purposes
of irrigation with some other vecino who has no other water ... they
shall make an agreement about who can irrigate with said waters. 143
Thus the governor clarified what had been a vague promise by Gabaldon
to construct a reservoir with the help of his neighbors. The tanque was to be
filled with water that flowed from the springs on his grant, and the tanque was
to be built with the help of Gabaldon's neighbors, who lacked water and
would be able to irrigate with water from the reservoir. Most importantly, the
parties building the tanque had to enter into a water-sharing agreement covering what land was to be irrigated with that water. However, when alcalde
Bustamante Tagle placed Juan Gabaldon in possession of his grant, there was
no mention of the reservoir or of a water-sharing agreement. Instead Gabaldon was ordered "not to injure any of his neighbors by cutting off from them
the water running in the river during the time they need it, especially from
the Indians of the pueblo of San Diego de Tesuque."I44

It is interesting to observe the different emphasis placed on the issues of
water distribution by alcalde Bustamante Tagle and Governor Velez Cachupfn. The alcalde had brought the Benavfdez protest to the governor's attention, yet Velez Cachupfn made no finding about whether Juan Benavfdez
would suffer a loss of water if the Gabaldon grant were made. The governor
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was most concerned with the practicalities of finding irrigable land to relieve
the population pressure in Santa Fe where irrigation water was scarce. 145
Governor Velez Cachupin realized that there was some hope of increasing
the water supply at Tesuque by damming the runoff from springs on the
Gabaldon grant. In any case successful agriculture in the area would require
a wateHharing regime, and alcalde Bustamante Tagle was the one who
would initially have to administer it. When issuing his decree, Velez
Cachupin had to take into account the entire province, while the alcalde
focused more on his own jurisdiction. In the end, however, both officials
helped sanction the settlement of Juan de Gabaldon upriver from Tesuque
Pueblo, Juan Benavidez, and other Spanish settlers. Consequently, downstream prior use would be ineffective against the imperative of water sharing.
However, the water-sharing schedules that were developed over the next four
decades seemed to respect the right ofTesuque Pueblo to a substantial share
of the available water, while the Spanish settlers' portion expanded and contracted depending on the circumstances. 146
The Pueblos also used the tactic of obtaining an upriver grant of land to
protect downriver irrigators. In the case of Santa Clara Pueblo, their grant of
upriver land, known as the Canada de Santa Clara, came about in a less direct
way than did the Rancho del Rio Grande grant. The history of the Canada de
Santa Clara grant illustrates the near inevitability of a water-sharing problem
to a downstream user when upstream lands are in different hands. In 1724 a .
grant was made to Cristobal Tafoya upstream from Santa Clara Pueblo on the
condition that the land be used only for grazing. From 1724 to 1763 several
different Spaniards grazed cattle on the grant. In 1763, the priest at Santa Clara
Pueblo, fray Mariano Rodriguez de la Torre, told Governor Velez Cachupin
that the Spaniards were not abiding by the grazing limitation but were now
farming upriver from Santa Clara. 147 Velez Cachupin was outraged at the violation of the grazing-only condition and declared the upstream grant null and
void. Not only was the no-farming condition broken, but the upriver grant was
closer than a league and one-half to the Pueblo. Accordingly, the governor
decreed that the area would henceforth "be for farmlands and ejido of the
Pueblo," in addition to the pueblo league, and "no vecinos are to be allowed
to settle on the land ~r be given a grant there."148 Governor Velez Cachupin
was in effect making a new grant to Santa Clara Pueblo to protect its water
source. Now theoretically, any upriver irrigating would be done by Santa
Clarans. But in 1780 Governor Juan Bautista de Anza reaffirmed Velez Cachupin's decree prohibiting grants to Spaniards within the area covered by the
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Cafiada de Santa Clara grant, because the priest had complained that another Spaniard was occupying this land.
The Canada de Santa Clara grant was confirmed to Santa Clara Pueblo
by the Court of Private Land Claims in 1894 "for all the lands in the valley
between the foothills on each side of the Santa Clara River westward from
the west boundary of the Pueblo of Santa Clara grant as far as the foot of the
mountains." This land was first surveyed at over 1800 acres but later reduced
to 490 acres. 149 Although the area of the confirmed grant was probably reduced far beyond the acreage originally intended, the purpose of the grant
was achieved, at least through 1885, when the pueblo indicated that the prohibition of settlement had protected the Santa Claran water supply.15D Both
Santa Clara Pueblo and the residents of Ranchos de Taos were aware that
they could not rely on prior use to prevent the sharing ofwater once upstream
irrigators were in place.

Conclusion
Water allocations in Hispanic New Mexico generally involved competition
between the two rival principles of prior use and need/equity. The first settlers often raised prior use as an argument, while irrigators who settled later
advocated need and equity. These later settlers typically claimed that their
survival depended on the ability to irrigate their crops. Lacking the right to
claim prior use, they argued that available water should be apportioned
equitably, especially in times of scarcity, to irrigate the gardens and fields of
all families in need.
Usually the principle of need/equity prevailed over prior use and each
side was allowed some irrigation water. The nature of the need/equity criterion led to a water-sharing tradition, whereas at the core of the prior use argument was an element of exclusivity foreign to New Mexico's water regulations and decisions. Spanish colonial and Mexican water litigation revealed
a flexible, community-based water allocation system in New Mexico. A system breakdown could become a matter of life and death, and a period of
drought tested the cohesion and cooperation of a community. From digging
the acequia to rotating the irrigation, the level ofa community's cooperation
could determine its viability and survival. 151 This was especially true in northern New Spain where the country's aridity made water one of the most precious resources. But community was equally precious. A rigid winner-takeall water system was inimical to community solidarity, and without community there was no surviving the harsh realities of frontier life. 15z
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The concept of water sharing is still applied on many of New Mexico's
community acequias. Taos acequias have obtained official sanction for their
customary water-sharing regimes based on a 1991 court hearing before Special Master Frank Zinno One of the acequia commissioners at that hearing
on need. If we feel that a field needs some
testified: "We share water based
water, we ~an help that person
Those are the customs that were developed arid used by our ancestors."153 The cases and regulations reviewed here
tend to corroborate that statement. Although New Mexico irrigators have
fought over water during times of drought, the water allocation regime they
followed in the end was one of "sharing the shortages."
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4 (April 1929): 188-9444. Decree of alcalde Francisco Bueno de Boh6rquez y Corcuera, Santa Fe, 16 July
1722, SANM I1:317A.
45. "Acudiendo siempre a Ia mayor necesidad." Decree ofalcalde Francisco Bueno de
Boh6rquez y Corcuera, Santa Fe, 16 July 1722, SANM I1:317A.
"Ni maltratar a nadie de palabra ni de obra." Ibid.
"Dandole a cada uno aquella que necesitare." Ibid.
If the insubordinate person was female, the judges/inspectors were to notify the alcalde so that he could deal with the situation. Ibid.
49· Criminal proceedings against Nicolas Ortiz, Santa Fe, 13 July 1723, SANM II:3I7A.
50. Ibid.
51. This file, forty-five pages long, is discussed in Baxter, Dividing New Mexico's Waters,
19-21. Criminal proceedings against Nicolas Ortiz, Santa Fe, 1723, SANM II:3I7A. For
a discussion of the right ofasylum in New Mexico, see Elizabeth Howard West, "The
Right ofAsylum in New Mexico in the Seventeenth and Eighteenth Centuries," New
Mexico Histon'calReview 41 (April 1966): u5-54, The Nicolas Ortiz case is discussed
at pp. 131-32, This article also appeared in the Hispanic American Histon'cal Review
8 (August 1928 ): 357'
52. "Dios no mandaba se quitaran las vidas por cosas justas," Rafael Espinosa v, lose
Ortega and Cornelio Vigil, Santa Cruz de la Canada, Sender Collection, 121, New
Mexico State Records Center and Archives, Santa Fe.
53' "Los sembrados tan necesarios para la subsistencia de las gentes." Decree of Governor Pedro Fermin de Mendinueta, Santa Fe, 12 March 1768, SANM 1I:637.
54- "Los considerables robos que se ejecutan en las milpas y huertas de los que ponen
su eficacia y trabajo en sembrar y cultivar sus tierras," Decree of Governor Pedro
Fermin de Mendinueta, Santa Fe, 12 March 1768, SANM 1I:637.
55. Ibid,
56, There were penalties for building houses in suspicious places (presumably near
fields with easy access to crops) including the destruction ofthe house or jaca!. Ibid.
57. "Siembren y cultiven a tiempo." Ibid.
58, "Si alguno 0 algunas pidiesen el agua y sus milpas 0 huertas estuvieren perdidas e
incapaces de dar fruto por falta de cultivo se la negara." Ibid.
59. Juan Rafael Ortiz, Journal of the ayuntamiento of Santa Fe (Domingo Fernandez,
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secretary), 1 May 1829 Mexican Archives of New Mexico (hereafter MANM), roll 9,
fr. 1216, New Mexico State Archives and Records Center, Santa Fe.

60. Marc Simmons, "Antonio Barreiro's 1833 Proclamation on Santa Fe City Government," EI Palacio 76, 3 (1969): 26.
61. Marc Simmons, "Hygiene, Sanitation, and Public Health in Hispanic New Mexico," New Mexico HistoricalReview 67 (July 1992): 2°5-25. See especially his discussion on pp. 206-8.
62. "Con toda eficacia y buen orden." Decree of the ayuntamiento of Santa Fe, 1 May
1829, MANM, roll 9, fr. 1216.
63· "Con igualdad sin acetacion [sic] de personas." Juan Rafael Ortiz, Journal of the
ayuntamiento of Santa Fe (Domingo Fernandez, secretary), 1 May 1829, MANM,
roll 9, fr. 1216.
64. For a perceptive description of the problems of a mayordomo today, see Stanley
Crawford, Mayordomo: Chronicle ofan Acequia in Northern New Mexico (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1988), 147-49 and passim.
65. Meyer, Water in the Hispanic Southwest, 163.
66. "[Equity provided] a basis for discretionary judgment when local conditions seemed
to dictate that title, legal right, or prior use should be subordinated to more immediate environmental exigencies." Ibid.
67· "Por el bien procomunal." Report of Santa Fe Water Commission, Santa Fe, 23 December 1841, cited in Meyer, Water in the Hispanic Southwest, 163.
68. "Buena armonfa, Dios nuestro senor la aumentara de 10 contrario nos castigara."
Juan Rafael Ortiz, Journal of the ayuntamiento of Santa Fe (Domingo Fernandez,
secretary), 1 May 1829, MANM, roll 9, fr. 1216.
69. David Langum, Law andCommunity on the Mexican CalifOrnia Frontier (Norman:
University of Oklahoma Press, 1987), 131-44; Ebright, Land Grants and Lawsuits in
Northern New Mexico, 69.
70. "Se han de servir de dicha agua estos dos colindantes por iguales partes por ser muy
escasa." Nuestra Senora de la Luzde las Lagunitas Grant, New Mexico Land GrantsSurveyor General [hereafter NMLG-SG], report 101, roll 22, fr. 1608 and New Mexico
Land Grant-Private Land Claims [herafter NMLG-PLC], case no. 70, roll 41, fr. 480.
71. Jose Tafoya's prior possession of his grant is indicated by the fact that his house was
located on the line between the third and fourth boundary markers and he had
planted his land in 1762. Ibid.
72. "Como uno de los primeros recentados a la tierra que ha sabido cultivar .. ." Manuel
Trujillo to Governor Antonio Narbona, Santa Fe, 12 March 1827, SANM bow.
73· "A otros que acaban de radicarse en la citada jurisdiccion negandonos a los primeros
absolutamente que nos aprovechemos de la agua del ojo que bana eI terreno." Ibid.
74. "Con el despotismo de los Robespierres." This flowery rhetoric was probably composed by someone other than Manuel Trujillo since Trujillo was unable to write and
signed with an X. Ibid.
75. "Si sobrara se les da a los que siembran mafz y trigo." Trujillo to Narbona, San Miguel del Socorro, 31 March 1827, SANM bow.
76. "Local governments acted as delegates of the sovereign in matters of water allocation.
The specifics of administration were left to local officials who frequently responded
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to political and social pressures, personal interpretations of the laws, and customs in
force at the time." Tyler, The Mythical Pueblo Rights Doctrine, 20.
"Lo que no se debe perder es las huertas del trigo." Trujillo to Narbona, San Miguel
del Socorro, 31 March 1827, Narbona, SANM halO.
"Las huertas no se deben preferir sabre labor[es]." Minutes of the ayuntamiento of
Santa Fe, 12 April 1832, MANM, roll 14, fr. 990-9'2.
In the act of possession for the community of San Antonio (present day Valdez),
houselots were distributed together with an average of twelve varas for chorreras.
The disputes between San Felipe and Santa Ana over land at Angostura are summarized in Laura Bayer, Floyd Montoya, and the Pueblo of Santa Ana, Santa Ana: The
People, the Pueblo, and the History ofTamaya (Albuquerque: University of New

Mexico Press, 1994), 90~5.
81. For a summary of these repartimientos and a transcription and translation of each,
see William B. Taylor, "Notes on Land and Water Cases for Angostura and the Indian Pueblos of Santa Ana and San Felipe," (unpublished manuscript, 1979)'
82. "Mancomunicandolos en la acequia en los mismos terminos que estuvieron en ario
pasado." Decree of Governor Bartolome Baca, Santa Fe, 27 April 1824, Julius Seligman Collection, doc. 1, Center for Southwest Research, University of New Mexico
[hereafter Seligman Collection].
83. Order of alcalde Pedro Jose Perea, Bernalillo, 18 July 1829, doc. 2, Seligman Collection.
8+ "En vista de nuestr[a] ... necesidad disponga al que nos incorporemos con dichos
naturales en el trabajo de la acequia para poder regar nuestros sembrados que'existen
en aquel presente." Pablo Montoya, Antonio Montoya, and Juan Pablo Archibeque
to Sarracino, Santa Fe, 11 July 1834, doc. 3, Seligman Collection.
85. "Hara la justicia mas conforme." Decree of Governor Sarracino, Santa Fe, 1August
1834, doc. 3, Seligman Collection.
86. "Que en el reparto de agua se atienda a la mayor necesidad." Order ofJose Andres
Sandoval, San Isidro, 30 June 1836, doc. 4, Seligman Collection.
87. "Que tiene su labor perdido por falta del agua." Decree of alcalde Salvador Montoya, Jemez, 1August 1838, doc. 5, Seligman Collection.
88. "Aun cuando no,tuviera derecho la necesidad es la suprema de todas las leyes." Ibid.
89. "Favorecer respectivamente los derechos de las partes contenidas sin olvidarse del
que por antigiiedad y mayorfa ampara al Pueblo de Santo Domingo." Governor of
New Mexico to the agent and leader of the Pueblo of Santo Domingo, Santa Fe, 6
April18n, MANM, roll 21, frs. 774-76.
90. Decree of alcalde Bueno de Boh6rquez y Corcuera, Santa Fe, 16 July 1722, SANM
II: 317A; and decree ofGovernor Mendinueta, Santa Fe, 12 March 1768, SANM 11:637.
91. Baxter, Dividing New Mexico's Waters, 33·
92. For a discussion of irrigation along each of these streams see Baxter, Spanish Irrigation in Taos Valley, passim.
93: Baxter, Dividing New Mexico's Waters, 33.
94. Alberto Maynez served two terms as governor of New Mexico, a short one in 1808
when he received an interim appointment and a second term from 1814 to 1816.
White, Koch, Kelley, McCarthy, and the New Mexico State Planning Office, Land
Title Study (Santa Fe: State Planning Office, 1971), p. 15.
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95· Arroyo Hondo grant, NMLG-PLC 5, roll 33, fr. 652 et seq.; Proceedings in connection with measurement of the Taos League, Taos, 11 April 1815, SANM 1:1357.
96. "Estar distante de la Legua de los Indios." Petition of Nerio Sisneros, Taos, 27 March
1815, Arroyo Hondo grant, NMLG-SG 159, roll 29, fr. 207.
97. Act of possession by alcalde Pedro Martin, 10 April 1835, Arroyo Hondo grant,
NMLG-SG 159, roll 29, frs. 203-306. There were two Acts of Possession, one dated
6 April 1815 and the other dated 10 April 1815. Both were accepted by the Court of
Private Land Claims for they were included in the opinion confirming the grant. I
have relied primarily on the second Act of Possession because it is more detailed.
Although the 6 April document states that there were forty-four settlers, there were
only forty-three, several of whom do not appear on the 10 April list. Three new names
appear on the second list. PC 29-301, folder 4, box 1, Catron Collection, Center for
Southwest Research, University of New Mexico Library, Albuquerque.
98. "Legua de tierras por los cuatro vientos;" "para que nuestras familias se extiendan
en las siembras, y nuestros animales puedan pastarse con amplitud." Petition of Jose
Francisco Lujan, Governor of Taos Pueblo, 11 April 1815, SANM I:r357.
99. "Si de la siembra permitida a los vecinos en la cienega del Arroyo Hondo resultan
los perjuicios que me han manifestado los indios de Taos, no podran sembrar." Decree of Governor Alberto Maynez, Santa Fe, 15 April 1815, SANM 1:1357.
100. "Deber perder 10 trabajado, dejandoles su suelo libre." Ibid.
101. The three communities referred to were probably El Prado/Los Estiercoles, Taos
Plaza/La Lorna, and Canon (Dolores).
102. "Por distante de las legua mas de diez mil varas." Report of alcalde Pedro Martin,
Taos, 3 May 1815, SANM 1:1357·
103. "El Arroyo Hondo se poblara de labradores, si pudiere ser sin perjuicio de tercero."
Decree of Governor Maynez, Santa Fe, 6 May 1815, SANM 1:1357.
104. "Sus derechos a las legua que su Majestad Ie merceno,[sic] son incontestables."
Decree of Governor Maynez, Santa Fe, 22 May 1815, SANM I: 1357.
105. Ten days after the Spaniards notified the governor that the offer offorty-five cattle had
been rejected, they notified Maynez that the Spanish vecinos had raised their offer to
fifty head of cattle, including horses, and that the pueblo had also rejected that offer
also. Maynez was notified that, if the litigation was not settled and the governor let his
eviction order stand, "the result would be a sensational [battle] between the vecinos
and the Indians" (puede resultar una grande sensacion entre vecinos e indios). Alcalde
Pedro Martin and fray Jose Benito Pereyro to Governor Maynez, Taos, 13 May 1815,
SANM II:2596.
106. San !!de/Onso Y. !uana Lujan, Antonio Mestas, Marcos Lucero et ai, February 1763,
SANM 1:1351.
107. G. Emlen Hall, "Land Litigation and the Idea of New Mexico's Progress," in Spanish and Mexican Land Grants, ed. Ebright, 51.
108. Antonio Canjuebe's grandfather, Roque Canjuebe, had started the problem when
he asked Governor Joaquin Codallos yRabal to emancipate him from the Pueblo
of Santa Clara and grant him the land he worked as ifhe were a Spaniard. It was determined that Canjuebes spoke Spanish and had accepted the Catholic faith. Since
the pueblo did not object to the Canjuebes grant, the grant was made in 1744. After
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the 1815 Taos decision Santa Clara changed its position regarding Canjuebes. Merejildo Tafoya to commanding general Bernardo Bonavia, [N.D.], SANM 1:213.

109. Certification of Arroyo Hondo grant by alcalde Juan Antonio Lovato, Taos, 23 July
1823, Arroyo Hondo grant, NMLG-SG 159, roll 29, fr. 206; Taos Pueblo andFernando
de Taos v. AlToyo Seco, SANM 1:1292.
llO. "No pierdan ni unos ni otros sus labores." Ayuntamiento of Taos to Governor Bartolome Baca, Taos, 30 December 1823, SANM 1:1292.
ll1. "Desde que fundaron su pueblo." Ibid.
ll2. "Desde tiempo in memorial son duefios [d]espoticos y tiene un total derecho a la
agua del Rio Lucero." Ibid.
ll3. "No habiendo hecho lISO de suterreno mercenado en tan dilatado tiempo." Ayuntamiento of Taos to Governor Bartolome Baca, Taos, 30 December 1823, SANM
1:1 292.
ll4. "Se les esceda un surco de agua del Rio de Lucero cuando este en abundancia, y
cuando este escaso se les dara a proporcion." Ayuntamiento of Taos to Governor
Bartolome Baca, Taos, 30 December 1823, SANM 1:1292. A surco was a measurement of water defined variously as the amount of water sufficient to fill the "aperture at the hub" of a wheel of a cart, or sufficient to fill a twelve-inch pipe. Baxter,
Dividing New Mexico s Waters, 34. For more on the surco see John O. Baxter, "Measuring New Mexico's Irrigation Water: How Big Is a Surco?" New Mexico Historical Review 75 (July 2000): 397-413. See also, Jose A. Rivera, Acequia Culture: Water, Land, and Community in the Southwest (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1998),231.
ll5. Baxter, Dividing New Mexico s Waters, 34ll6. Under the riparian doctrine, the ownership of the bank ofa stream carried with it the
right to the water in the stream, but the doctrine was not followed in Spanish civil law.
Miller, Flooding the Courtrooms, 10-11. Reich, "The 'Hispanic' Roots of Prior Appropriation in Arizona," An".zona State Law !ournal 27 (Summer 1995): 649 n. 1.
ll7. Daniel Tyler, "Land and Water Tenure in New Mexico" (unpublished report on file in
New Mexico v. Aamodt, Federal District Court for New Mexico, case no. 6639), p. 32.
ll8. This legislation and the Constitution of 1824 made Indians and vecinos equal as
citizens of the Mexican republic but also provided that up to fifty percent of the
common lands of the Pueblos within their league could be privatized if the Pueblos did not need these lands. In 1821, prior to the adoption of the Mexican Constitution of 1824, the Mexican government "found it expedient to declare that the
Spanish Constitution and the acts of Cortes of Cadiz would remain in force in independent Mexico." Between 1821 and 1825 the Mexican government of New Mexico received applications from Hispanic vecinos for land within the pueblos of
Pecos, Nambe, San Felipe, and Santo Domingo, but only those requests for land
within the Pecos Pueblo League were granted and only during the term of Governor Bartolome Baca. G. Emlen Hall and David J. Weber, "Mexican Liberals and the
Pueblo Indians, 1821-1829," New Mexico Historical Review 59 (January 1984): 7-10.
119. Arroyo Hondo water allocation by alcalde Juan Antonio Lobato, 23 July 1823, Arroyo
Hondo grant, NMLG-SG 159, roll 29, fr. 206.
120. Baxter, Spanish Irrigation in Taos Valley, 28.
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121. "Arroyo Hondo tiene un total y absoluto derecho a la agua de su fuente." Arroyo
Hondo water allocation by alcalde Juan Antonio Lobato, 23 July 1823, Arroyo Hondo
grant, NMLG-SG 159, roll 29, fr. 206.
122. "Sin permiso y consentimiento los del Arroyo Seco no pod ran usar de la acequia que
de dicho rfo tienen sacada." Ibid.

123. Baxter, Spanish Irrigation in Taos Valley, 29.
124- Ward Alan Minge, Acoma: Pueblo in the Sky (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1991), 34-35, citing an Archivo General de la Naci6n documenttranslated
by Eleanor B. Adams.

125. Eleanor B. Adams and fray Angelico Chavez, The Missions ofNew Mexico (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1956),194126. Fray Juan Agustfn Morff, "Geographical Description of New Mexico," in Alfred Barnaby Thomas, Forgotten Frontiers: A Study ofthe Spanish Indian Policy ofDon Juan
Bautista de Anza GovemorofNew Mexico, 1777-1787 (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1932), 105.
127. "Hacer unas cortas siembras que no impidan el curso de la agua." Petition of Juan
Miguel, cacique; Toribio; and Vicente Romero on behalfof Laguna Pueblo to Governor Antonio Narbona, Santa Fe, 15 June 1827, SANM h372.
128. Acoma Pueblo v. Laguna Pueblo, Valencia County case no. 74, Valencia County
District Court Records, New Mexico State Records Center and Archives, Santa Fe;
Edward D. Tittman, "The First Irrigation Lawsuit," New Mexico Historical Review
2

(October 1927): 367.

129. Acoma v. Laguna, Valencia County case No. 74, Valencia County District Court

Records, SRCA.

130. The governor of New Mexico and the Indian agents fanned the flames of enmity
between the two pueblos. W. W. H. Davis, governor in the mid 1850S, blamed the
courts, stating that the Pueblos' "recourse to our courts of law appears to have inflamed the mind of these people against each other to a higher degree than before."
Still siding with Laguna, Davis described Acoma as the aggressor and indicated that
"Laguna would be justified in resorting to force if Acoma won the case." In 1849 the
Indian agent in Santa Fe reported to the commissioner of Indian Affairs in Washington that "Mexican officials intentionally kept Acoma and Laguna embroiled over
boundaries." Minge, Acoma, 60.
131. Petition of twenty vecinos ofNuestra Senora de la Luz, San Fernando y San BIas to
Governor Mendinueta, San Fernando, June 1767, and report of alcalde Bartolome
Fernandez, Nuestra Senora de Guadalupe, 6 July 1767, SANM 1:692. For the 1753
San Fernando grant, see SANM 1:688.
132. For a brief history of the contentious San Fernando grant, see Malcolm Ebright,
"Breaking New Ground: A Reappraisal of Governors Velez Cachupfn and Mendinueta and Their Land Grant Policies," Colonial Latin American Historical Review

5 (Spring 1996): 216-22.
133. Protest of Luis Jaramillo grant by Antonio Montano, Marcos Baca, Jose de Jesus
Montano, Antonio Duran, Felipe Baca, Juan Candelario, Jose Antonio Castelo,
Tomas Gurule, Agustin Gallego, Mariano Gallego, and Juan Bautista Montano to
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Antonio Sedillo, [San Fernando, July 1769], SANM 1'421. Protest of Atrisco grant to
Governor Mendinueta, [1768], PC 29-301, #45, folder 2, Box 8, Catron Collection,
Center for Southwest Research Collection, University of New Mexico Library, Albuquerque; NMLG, roll 26, fr. 1035 et seq.
134- "Tenemos razon que algunos de los vecinos quieren pedir 0 han pedido en real
posesion." Petition of Nicolas Leal (on behalf of the residents of San Francisco del
Rio de Las Trampas) to alcalde Antonio Jose Ortiz, Rancho del Rio Grande grant,
NMLG-SG 58, roll 19, frs. 50-51.
135. "Porque bien sabe Vuestra Merced como dicho rio se seca y nuestros labores
grandes." The settlers pointed out that, from the end ofAugust through September,
they suffered lack of water. Their petition was directed to alcalde Antonio Jose Ortiz
who forwarded it to Governor Fernando Chacon. Petition of Nicolas Leal (on behalf of the residents of San Francisco del Rio de Las Trampas) to alcalde Antonio
Jose Ortiz Rancho del Rio Grande grant NMLG-SG 58, roll 19, frs. 50-51.
136. "Par cuanto la fuente del rio sea poca y hallamos que tan bien se seca." Grant by
Governor Chacon, 9Apri11795, Rancho del Rio Grande grant, NMLG-SG 58, roll
19, fr. 56.
137. "No pidiendo 10 mas leve de las aguas para los riegos de nu·estros labores." Petition
of Nicolas Sandoval (for himselfand four others), San Geronimo de Taos, 13 March
1837, Rancho del Rio Grande grant, NMLG-SG 58, roll 19, fr. 52.
138. Rafael de Luna, Juan Antonio Aragon, and Juan Antonio Lobato on behalf of the
ayuntamiento ofTaos to Governor Albino Perez, San Geronimo de Taos, 31 March
1837, Rancho del Rio Grande grant, NMLG-SG 58, roll 19, fr. 55.
139. Decision by Goverrior Perez, Santa Fe, 20 April 1837, Rancho del Rio Grande grant,
NMLG-SG 58, roll 19, fr. 52.
140. "Par la mucha escasez de la agua." Gabaldon had lived in Santa Fe for twenty-one
years and could not find land for farming either inside or outside the villa. Petition
oOuan de Gabaldon to Governor Velez Cachupin, [n.d.], Juan de Gabaldon grant,
NMLG-SG 65, roll 19, frs. 1273-74.
141. "Que poblandose el canon no Ie pasara gota de agua para sus sementera." Report of
alcalde Bustamante Tagle, Rio de Tesuque, 7 June 1752. Juan de Gabaldon grant,
NMLG-SG 65, roll 19, frs. 1273-74- Alcalde Bustamante Tagle told the governor that
"not a drop could reach him [Benavidez] at this time [anyway], as it is all very near
the head." "No Ie podra lIegar gota por al presente por estar todo muy alos principios." Report of alcalde Bustamante Tagle, Rio de Tesuque, 7 June 1752, Juan de
Gabaldon grant, NMLG-SG 65, roll 19, frs. 1273-74.
142. "Ni tanquear y impedir el curso de las aguas que puedan ser Lltiles al beneficio del
cultivo y riego de las tierras de los dos ranchos lindantes de sur y norte." Grant by
Governor Velez Cachupin, Santa Fe, 16 June 1752, Juan de Gabaldon grant, NMLGSG 65, roll 19, frs. 1276-78.
143. "Cuando sea preciso tanquear la vertiente de algunos ojas de aguas que esten dentro
de sus linderos y can elias pueda regar algLm vecino que no tenga otras aguas ...
concordandose entre si el que pueda regar con elias." Grant by Governor Velez
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Cachupfn, Santa Fe, 16 June 1752, Juan de Gabaldon grant, NMLG- SG 65, roll 19,
frs. 1276-78.
144. "No dara'perjudicar a ninguno de sus vecinos, atajandales el agua que carre par
dicho rfo el tiempo les pueda servir ni menos a los Indios del pueblo San Diego de
Tesuque." Act of possession by alcalde Joseph Bustamante Tagle, Puesto de Rfo de
Tesuque, 17 June 1752, Juan de Gabaldon grant, NMLG-SG 65, roll 19, frs.1280-82.
Alcalde Bustamante Tagle noted that the adjoining landowners had exhibited their
documents to him and that the grant "would not damage [Juan] Benavfdez" ["No
recibir ningun perjuicio el referido Benavfdez"]. Act of possession by alcalde Joseph
Bustamante Tagle, Puesto de Rfo de Tesuque, 17 June 1752,Juan de Gabaldon grant,
NMLG-SG 65, roll 19, frs. 1276-82.
145. In 1751 the governor had made the Las Trampas grant to twelve petitioners mostly
from the Analco section of Santa Fe, because "there was insufficient land and water to maintain [the population] and no other employment or means of [their] support but agriculture" ["No hay ya tierras ni aguas para su mantenacion ni tienen otro
modo de trato oficios ni comercios que la agricultura"]. Granting decree for the Las
Trampas by Governor Velez Cachupfn, Santa Fe, 15 July 1752, NMLG-SG, Las
Trampas grant, report 17, roll 16, f1. 259.
146. In the 1770S the Benavfdez family was allowed to take whatever water it needed for
twenty-four hours every eight days with the pueblo having the exclusive irrigation
rights the rest of the time. Governor Juan Bautista de Anza increased the Spanish
settlers' share, but in 1788 under orders from Governor Fernando de la Concha,
alcalde Antonio Jose Ortiz set up a new schedule that cut back Hispano water usage
to a period from (first) daylight Monday to sundown Tuesday. Baxter, Dividing New
Mexico's Waters, 21-22.
147. Canada de Santa Clara grant, NMLG-SG 138, roll 25, frs. 1484-86.
148. "Sea para labor de siembra y ejido de dicho Pueblo .... sin que en ella se pueda
introducir ningun vecino no dar de merced." Decree of Governor Velez Cachupfn,
Santa Fe, 19 July 1763, Canada de Santa Clara grant, NMLG-SG 138, roll 25, f1. 1488.
149. J. J. Bowden, "Private Land Claims in the Southwest" (L. L. M. thesis, Southern
Methodist University, 1969), 3:556-61.
150. On 28 November 1885, Pueblo Indian Service agent Dolores Romero said that the
pueblo would be deprived of its water supply if upstream settlement was allowed.
Senate 49th Cong., 2nd sess., Senate Executive Document no. 26, 2-6,33-34, cited
in Bowden, "Private Land Claims," r559.
151. An example of communities that have died for lack of cooperation and/or lack of
water are La Liendre downstream from Las Vegas on the Rfo Gallinas. See Lynn I.
Perrigo, Hispanos: Historic Leaders in New Mexico (Santa Fe: Sunstone Press, 1985),
28. Another was the 1765 Los Quelites land grant that was revoked by Governor Tomas Velez Cachupfn because of factionalism and lack of zeal in making the settlement a success. Malcolm Ebright, "Breaking New Ground: A Reappraisal of Governors Velez Cachupfn and Mendinueta and their Land Grant Policies," Colonial
Latin American Historical Review 5 (Spring 1996): 214-16.
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152. "The philosophical focus of the Spanish and Mexican laws was on the reconciliation of conflict and the accommodation of conflicting interests, serving the greater
interest in the community and its harmony." David J. Langum, Law and Community on the Mexican CalifOrnia Frontier: Anglo-American Expatriates andthe Clash
ofLegal Traditions, 1821-1846(Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1987), 271.
153. Testimony of Candido Valerio, Santa Fe, 20 May 1991. State ofNew Mexico v. EduartoAbeyta and CelsoAre/lano, Civil Cause No. 7896, U. S. District Court for the
District of New Mexico, quoted in Jose A. Rivera, Acequia Culture: Water, Land,
and Community in the Southwest (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press,
1998),168.

BENJAMIN

M.

READ, NEOMEXICANO HISTORIAN,

ATTORNEY, AND LEGISLATOR

(Photograph courtesy Museum ofNew Mexico, Santa Fe, neg. no. 111958.)

Contesting History
THE UNPUBLISHED MANUSCRIPTS OF BENJAMIN READ

Doris Meyer

B

enjamin Maurice Read, born five years after the signing of the Treaty
of Guadalupe Hidalgo in 1848, was a genuine son of the new "New
Mexico." This southwestern land, isolated from the Spanish and Mexican
governments that had ruled it in the past, was rapidly changing its way oflife'
and emerging as an important center of commerce on the expanding United
States frontier. New Mexico was part of the region that influential historian
Frederick Jackson Turner would describe in 1893 as "a new field of opportunity, a gate of escape from the bondage of the past."! Just what this bondage>
signified, of course, depended on one's semiotic perspective. For Turner, the
frontier experience advanced the cause ofAmerican institutions, built social
democracy, and promoted "the fornlation of a composite nationality."2 However, Turner gave little consideration to the indigenous and mestizo cultures
that had made their home in the Southwest for centuries; his focus was the
mix of Anglo European immigrants who had journeyed west in increasing
numbers since the early nineteenth century to seek their fortunes and establish a western economic sphere free of eastern influence. Benjamin Read,

Doris Meyer is Roman S. & Tatiana Weller Professor Emeritus ofI-lispanic Studies (Connecticut College) and an affiliated research member of the Southwest Hispanic Research Institute
and the Latin American and Iberian Institute at the University of New Mexico. She has written extensively on Latin American women authors and New Mexico cultural history. She resides in Santa Fe.

47

48

~ NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW

VOLUME 76, NUMBER I

whose heritage was both Anglo and Hispanic and who lived on that western
frontier in its most turbulent years, could have enlightened Turner about the
limitations of his Anglocentric thesis. Read's own devotion to the history of
the southwestern frontier told from a different perspective offers an interesting counterpoint to Turner's notions of building an American nation and
forging an American identity.
In my book, Speaking fOr Themselves: Neomexicano CulturalIdentity and
the Spanish-Language Press, 1880-1920 (1996), I devote a chapter to Benjamin Read and a handful of other authors in New Mexico who tried to insert
Hispanic voices into the telling of American history. My book, however, focuses only on Read's published works,3 whereas in this paper I will explore
some of his unpublished writings conserved among his papers in the New
Mexico State Records Center and Archives in Santa Fe. Most significant
among these are three manuscripts: a history of New Mexican contributions
to American wars since its annexation as a territory; a biography of Hernan
Cortes based on material unknown to Anglo historians of the conquest; and
a translation of an unpublished biography of padre Antonio Jose Martinez,
written by his foster son and Taos resident, Santiago Valdez. I will discuss
these works briefly and comment on how they fit into Read's personal mission
to redefine the role of Hispanics in American history.
Benjamin Read exemplified a kind ofNeomexicano experience that does
not fit the standard notion of the victimized Other. On both sides of his family, he could point to levels of education, achievement, and social standing
shared by only a minority of Hispanic New Mexicans of his time. Read's particular position as a highly literate person of Mexican and Anglo descent
enabled him to understand the texts and contexts of his life in a way that has
rarely been documented in American history. His maternal grandfather, don
Ignacio Cano, a native-born Mexican, came to the northern territories in the
early nineteenth century and settled in the Ortiz mountains south of Santa
Fe. There he became a landowner and prospector. To his good fortune, he
struck a large vein ofgold that led to the first gold rush in the Southwest in the
183os.4 Shortly after the outbreak of the Mexican-American War and American invasion in 1846, the dan's daughter, Ignacia, met Benjamin Franklin
Read, an Anglo government agent who had come to New Mexico with Brig.
Gen. Stephen W. Kearny's troops. A Marylander of Quaker stock, Read was
a nephew of a signer of the Declaration ofIndependence. 5 It is possible that
the couple met when American troops undertook a survey of New Mexican
mining ventures shortly after their arrival. In those days on the Santa Fe Trail,

JANUARY 2001

MEYER ~

49

the marriage of an Anglo newcomer to the daughter of a Mexican landowner
would not have been unusual, for such unions were often considered economically and politically advantageous to both families. 6 Benjamin Franklin
Read married Ignacia Cano in 1849 and they produced three sons within. six
years. Benjamin Maurice, the second issue ofthis Mexican-Anglo union, was
born in 1853.
Contrary to what might be expected, young Benjamin and his two brothers did not enjoy an easy childhood. Don Ignacio's mining claim was contested by greedy partners and his mother's family lost its savings and the claim
in costly lawsuits. In 1858, Benjamin's father died when his three sons were
only a few years old? Left with no inheritance, his mother had to struggle to
provide for her boys. She eventually married a Hispanic man and had three
more children. According to Benjamin's later testimony, when he and his
bfothers could no longer afford the schoolbooks they needed, the newly appointed bishop of Santa Fe, Jean Baptiste Lamy, supplied the funds in admiration of their mother's hard work and devotion to her sons. As a result, the
Read boys received an excellent educationat St. Michael's private academy
in Santa Fe founded by the Christian brothers in 1859.
Like many of his classmates at St. Michael's, Benjamin Read grew up in
a traditional Hispanic environment in multicultural S~nta Fe-a cosmopolitan town at the crossroads ofwell-traveled routes across the United States and
into Mexico. St. Michael's Academy taught both Spanish and English while
using a curriculum that reflected the Anglo-European orientation of its instructors. Academy graduates in Read's time either went on to universities in
the East or apprenticed in careers that helped shape the future of the territory, often working alongside Anglos who were recent immigrants to the
West. Benjarriin's first jobs after he finished school were with the new railroad
industry and then with the territorial governor's office where he decided to
study law. Before long, Read gained a reputation as a respected attorney and
a distinguished public speaker, and was elected to serve in the territorial legislature in 1891. His successful professional life afforded him the status and
income he needed to support a family and to give more time to his passion
for researching history.
Why this passion? In spite of working closely with Anglos his entire life,
Read identified first and foremost with his mother's culture, and, as he wrote
in a letter to the editor of a Santa Fe newspaper in 1909, he was angry that the
American public did not consider Hispanics in New Mexico equal citizens.
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In his own words, "Nuestra gente ha sido tratada tan vilmente desde que el
territorio fue incorporado ala naci6n americana, que desde entonces hemos
estado nosotros y los que nos precedieron constantemente ocupados en refutar asaltos inmotivados, injustos, crueles y cobardes. La prueba de la buena
ciudadanfa se halla en el verdadero patriotismo. ~Ha dado el pueblo nativo
esa prueba? Que responda la historia."8* Read wrote all kinds of historical
papers in an effort to refute this cultural misrepresentation. He was driven by
an obsession for accuracy and historical justice, and he meticulously researched and documented his works. Crucial to his personal credo as a selftaught historian was his insistence on reading historical documents with
impartiality and in the original Spanish. Many Anglo historians could not do
the latter. Sensitive to potential criticism by Anglos that his interpretation of
history might be colored by Hispanic ethnocentrism, Read wrote in the 1910
prologue to his first published book, devoted to the Mexican-American war:
"Pide el autor allector que se Ie crea que ... todo su anhelo ha sido un
sincero deseo de exponer y dar aconocer la verdad sin preocupaci6n yean
entera imparcialidad, puesto que s610 haciendolo asf se puede obrar can
justicia aambas dos naciones. Siendo esta la primera obra de historia escrita
par un hijo nativo de Nuevo Mexico, descendiente de ambas dos razas, la
anglo-sajona y la latina, siente su autor gran satisfacci6n en presentarla al
publico.... "9t As a bilingual man ofletters and a lawyer, Read had a deep
respect for the power of the written text to establish authority in Anglo soci,
ety. He also considered himself a mediator between two cultures. On the one
hand, he was a great admirer of United States institutions of government,
while on the other, he was very proud of the accomplishments of his Hispanic forebears. His sense of urgency to correct the errors of Anglo historiography, however, had a more immediate dimension: New Mexico's long

*Our people have been treated so despicably since this territory was incorporated into the
American nation, that since then our ancestors and ourselves have had the constant burden of
refuting undeserved, unjust, cruel, and cowardly attacks. The test of good citizenship lies in
true patriotism. Have native [Hispanic] New Mexicans lived up to this test? Let history answer
that question.
tThe author asks the reader to believe that ... his deepest and most sincere desire has been to
bring to light and divulge the truth without prejudice and with complete impartiality, this
being the only way to give just treatment to both peoples. Since this is the first work of history
written by a native son of New Mexico, a descendent of both races, Anglo-Saxon and Latin, its
author feels a deep satisfaction in presenting it to the public.
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delay in becoming a state was directly related to misperceptions about its
Hispanic peoples. In the early 19oos, when statehood finally seemed imminent, Read argued that Hispanic New Mexicans would have to be treated as
equal citizens-and see themselves as such-or theywould remain peripheral to the national community and the imagined construct of American
identity.
Read wanted to write for many kinds of audiences, from Anglos back East
who slandered Neomexicanos, to local Santa(esinos and students in the
schools who lacked Hispanic role models and information about their own
history. 10 Unfortunately, Read spent less time on his narrative style than he
did pursuing historical accuracy, and thus his books garnered wide praise as
works of scholarship but they were not entertaining reading, as were his
shorter pieces published in the local newspapers. Predictably, he found difficulty locating a willing publisher; so he published most of his longer monographs at his own expense, conducted most of his own publicity, and gave
away sample copies to draw attention to their existence. Their sales further
hampered by low levels ofliteracy in the territory, Read's works received little
recognition beyond the territory's borders. Without academic credentials,
Read had to content himself with being a citizen-historian, admired by his
peers in New Mexico but largely ignored by the Anglo establishment. II
One of the unfortunate consequences of Read's low profile outside New
Mexico Territory has been his obscurity to date in the roster of historians of
the Spanish borderlands. The concept of "borderlands history," developed.
in the early 1920S by Professor Herbert Eugene Bolton l2 of the University of
California at Berkeley incorporated a more inclusive, Spanish-oriented approach to southwestern history. Bolton himself learned Spanish in order to
research primary materials in the archives of Mexico and Spain. With the
publication of The Spanish Borderlands in 1921 he strongly contested the
Anglocentric historiography of the region that ignored the important accomplishments of Spanish explorers, missionaries, and colonists. ll Bolton left
behind a legacy of disciples who in turn influenced the writing ofborderlands
history up until the 1970S, when younger historians began to question his
limited perspective with regard to the influences of other races, ethnicities,
and gender in the region. l4
Benjamin Read was, in fact, a precursor of the Boltonian school. He conducted comparable original research, with the advantage of reading Spanish
documents as his native language, and he published his first book, Guerra

Mixico-Americana in 1910. In this work, widely praised by the press in New
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Mexico, 15 he claimed that earlier historians of this ~ar had not studied fully
enough the roots ofAnglo-American expansionism, which he traced back to
the early American colonial period. By writing with this wider continental
perspective, Read was arguably the first historian to offer an integrative vision
of borderlands history but, ironically, his writing in Spanish worked against
his receiving the recognition he deserved. 16
"Nuevo Mexico en las Guerras de la Uni6n Americana, 1855-1919"17 is the
first of these manuscripts that Read wrote when World War I was just concluding in Europe. As one of three members of the New Mexico State Historical
Committee in 1917, Read had access to many original war documents and
firsthand testimonies. This material formed the basis for the major part of his
book-length study. However, Read's intention was not just to focus on the
present, but to place the contributions of New Mexico to U.S. war efforts in
a larger, more ethnically inclusive historical perspective. Read therefore
begins his study with a brief synopsis of the Spanish explorations and settlement of New Mexico in the sixteenth century. Significantly, he points not just
to the past but to the historical continuity of the Hispanic presence in the
United States and to the character traits that have distinguished the Hispanic
people from the time of Cortes until the present. In Read's own words, "Los
exploradores y conquistadores de Nuevo Mexico eran de la misma sangre de
los que acabamos de mencionar [Cortes y sus soldados], y de sus conciudadanos, de 10 que procede la continuaci6n de la valerosa determinaci6n de
todos ellos."18* Read's objective is to document the exceptional military service Neomexicanos have rendered to the United States since the earliest days
of the territorial period, beginning with the Indian wars of 1855. His reading
of New Mexican history puts him squarely in the camp of those who see the
Mexican period (1821-1846) as a low point of civilization and progress due to
Mexico's disregard of its northern provinces, and the change to American
rule as the arrival of modernity, freedom, and prosperity for his homeland.
In this sense, Benjamin Read admired his father's Anglo lineage and its
democratic ideals. Spiritually and culturally, however, he was Ignacia
Cano's son-a believer in Hispano-Catholic traditions and proud of his
Spanish ancestry. To reconcile these two cultures and their different value

'The explorers and conquerors of New Mexico carried the same blood in their veins as those
whom we iust mentioned [Cortes and his soldiers], and their compatriots, constituting a continuing legacy of brave determination.
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systems within the American community, Read intended to show his readers that Hispanic Americans were as patriotic as other Americans with a
strong commitment to volunteerism. In the Civil War, he points out, most
of the six thousand volunteers from the New Mexico territory who fought on
the side of the Union were Hispanic Americans. Read was particularly preoccupied with vindicating the honor of these Neomexicano volunteers for
the battles they fought on New Mexican soil. In the case ofthe Battle ofValverde, he cites documents of the period to prove that decisions made by
Anglo officers, not cowardice on the part of Hispanic soldiers, were to blame
for the loss to the Confederates. In the Union victory at the Battle of Glorieta,
Read notes that Hispanics were among the most heroic fighters, and he names
those deserving particular commendation. Of this period, Read said only
Hubert H. Bancroft's history told an accurate, if incomplete, story of Hispanic American military participation in the Civil War. 19
The greatest test of patriotism, however, came in 1898 when the SpanishAmerican War broke out in Cuba. Read wrote, "[P]ara los hispano-americanos
de Nuevo Mexico, esa guerra fue la prueba suprema, habiendo sido llamados
a pel ear con su misma sangre y linaje."* Among Teddy Roosevelt's Rough
Riders were many Neomexicanos, "los cuales ... marcharon al frente a pelear
por la bandera americana, contra la que habra sido su madre patria."2ot
Read's 154-page manuscript devotes most of its chapters to World War I,
with special attention given to the bravery ofNeomexicano recruits. Efforts
had been made at the time in New Mexico by a commission appointed by
the governor to convince the U.S. War Department to form separate Hispanic American regiments under Spanish-speaking officers, but this request
was denied. Read documents the firsthand testimony of young soldiers like
Andres Rivera, who survived a gas attack in France, and Felipe Martinez, a
Santa Fe policeman's son who left high school to join up with the Allied
forces. They, along with Anglo recruits from New Mexico, were a source of
pride for those back home as well as for their commanding general. At the
conclusion of his manuscript, Read prominently quotes and translates the
words of Maj. Gen. Leonard Wood, who gave a public address in New

*[Flor Hispanic Americans from New Mexico, that war was, the supreme test, since they were
called to fight against thei r own blood and heritage.
tWho ... marched to the front to fight for the American flag, and against which had been the
flag of their motherland.
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Mexico after the war's end in 1919: "Hay una sola clase de lealtad; lugar para
una sola bandera; [y por eso] es necesario extirpar todas las distinciones de
clase y de raza, y ser americanos todos."21 * .
To Benjamin Read, "ser americano" - belonging to the American community- was not just a matteroflegal status or even of military volunteerism, as evidenced in his narrative. The perception of others in the body politic is equally crucial. To be a citizen under the law but be written out of
history and treated as an alien is to be denied the benefits of a democratic
society. Self-esteem is diminished in proportion to the extent to which a people is denied a place in the story of nationhood, as Benedict Anderson would
say, the "national geneaology" from which American communal identity is
constructed. 22 Read repeatedly insisted on the sad irony of Hispanic historical continuity in America: "EI pueblo de Nuevo Mexico estuvo aquf afios,
muchos afios antes que los 74 millones de estranjeros [sic] viniesen a
America. Bajo todas consideraciones la gente nativa del territorio puede
reclamar un derecho mas claro y mas fuerte a [Ia] ciudadanfa Americana."23t
Racial and religious bias against Hispanic peoples, which had roots in Elizabethan England and the early days of American Puritanism, was still thriving in the twentieth century, said Read, and the authority of certain canonized texts had stimulated the national imagination and molded public opinion regarding non-Anglo races. In the nineteenth century, one of those texts
was Josiah Gregg's Commerce ofthe Prairies, published in 1844. Others included W. W. H. Davis's EI Gringo (1856) and Harvey Ferguson Jr.'s The
Blood ofthe Conquerors (1921), which contained, in Read's opinion, "extremely degrading and libelous slurs on the morals, intelligence, and character of the Spanish-speaking population of New Mexico."24 Similar negative
stereotypes in dime novels and the national print media distorted history by
fostering the myth of the Anglo hero who braved the journey west in order
to civilize a savage and untamed frontier. 25 This kind of exclusionary rhetoric in the national press was not well received in Santa Fe, considering that
Anglos often lived alongside and married into Hispanic families. In fact,

"There is only one kind ofloyalty; room for only one flag; [and therefore] it is necessary to root
out all forms of racial and class difference, and to be Americans one and all.
'The native community of New Mexico was here for years, many years before those seventyfour million foreigners came to America. By any criteria, this territory's native people can claim
a stronger and clearer right to American citizenship.
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across ethnic lines the city boosters tried to counteract the impact of the
Anglocentric frontier myth ~ith the colorful Santa Fe Fiesta days, a yearly
celebration, started in the early 19oos, that romanticized the history of the
Spanish conquistadors and Pueblo Indian traditions. Read himself took part
in these popular reinventions of local history, but he was not content with
such superficial displays for tourist consumption. 26 As evidenced in his writing, he believed that if the degrading cultural myths about Hispanics were
to be changed, new texts would have to contest the authority of older ones,
and the actual West, not the imagined West, would have to become the basis
for understanding American identity. 27
The entanglement of IPyth and history in the ongoing narrative of the
American West has been studied in recent decades by new western historians like Patricia Nelson Limerick in The Legacy ofConquest (1987) and
Richard White in "It's Your Misfortune andNone ofMy Own"(1991). White
points to the paradox that while "myth, the imagined West, is a historical
product, we must remember that history ... is also a product of myth. As
people accept and assimilate myth, they act on the myths, and the myths
become the basis for actions that shape history. Historians find they cannot
understand people's actions without understanding their intentions, and
those intentions are often shaped by cultural myths. The mythic West imagined by Americans has shaped the West of history just as the West of history
has helped create the West Americans have imagined. The two cannot be
neatly severed."28 Although Benjamin Read did not articulate this symbiotic
relationship in the same way, his vantage point as an educated, bicultural
citizen of Santa Fe, New Mexico-where cultural trails had crossed for many
years on a frontier that predated the American occupation by centuries 29 gave him a unique perspective on the troublesome interaction of history and
myth in the formative discourse of nationhood and identity in the United
States. The son ofIgnacia Cano knew that the Hispanic presence in the narrative of the American frontier had been marginalized and devalued. He was
not willing to let this omission go unchallenged, particularly since he knew
that the cultural myths of his day would influence the history of tomorrow.
Among all of Read's works, the one that traces the Hispanic presence in
America back to its earliest roots is his biography of Hernan Cortes written
in 1914 and revised several times thereafter as he unsuccessfully searched for
a publisher. 30 This manuscript, divided into twenty-five chapters, cites a broad
list of consulted works, which range from Cortes's letters and chronicles of
his contemporaries to histories of the Spanish Southwest by Anglos like

56?

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW

VOLUME 76, NUMBER I

Hubert H. Bancroft and Frederick W. Hodge. Among Read's most important
sources were unpublished documents obtained from the Archives of the
Indies in Spain and a new 1904 edition of Bernal Dfaz del Castillo's Historia
Verdadera de fa Conquista de Mexico published by Genaro Garda, a Mexican scholar who was the first to have access in modern times to the Bernal
Dfaz manuscript held in Guatemala. All previous editions ofDfaz's colorful
narrative had been based on a 1632 edition published in Spain by fray Alonso
Remon. This Mercedarian friar, according to Genaro Garda, had altered the
original Dfaz manuscript for reasons of his own: "Suprimio folios enteros del
autografo, interpolo otros, adultero los hechos, vario los nombres de personas y lugares, aumento 0 disminuyolas cifras, modifico el estilo y rejuvenecio
la ortograffa; movido, ora por espfritu religioso y falso patriotismo, ora por
simpatfas personales y pesimo gusto literario.... [asf] resultaba que en
realidad no conociamos la Historia Verdadera."31 * Once in possession of this
new edition published in Mexico, Benjamin Read felt compelled to share
this knowledge with the American public, including fellow historians who
based their impressions of Cortes on inaccurate and incomplete information. In the preface to his manuscript, Read draws the distinction between his
own way of writing history, in which "the reader will be given the true facts
in the simplest form," to "the art of 'roving too freely over the field of imagination,' which is the artifice employed by many authors who give the world
fiction for facts."32 Mindful that he could be accused of partiality in praising
Cortes's great exploits, Read cites the admiration Anglo historians like William Prescott and Bancroft felt for the conqueror. He also explained that
"some critics might present objections and exceptions because of the fact
that I am of Spanish descent, on my mother's side."33 This self-consciousness
of his vulnerability as a Hispanic American writing history may well explain
his highly controlled style ofwriting and his frequent citation of primary and
secondary sources.
What did Read intend to contribute to the already voluminous historical
literature on the Spanish conquest of Mexico? Certainly, he wanted to make

'He left out whole pages of the original manuscript, interpellated others, adulterated the facts,
changed names of people and places, added to or subtracted from figures, modified the style
and brought the orthography up to date; he was motivated, at times by religious belief and false
patriotism, at others by personal sympathies and awful literary taste .... this is why in reality
we did not know the True Story.
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use of the new and complete edition of Bernal Dlaz's chronicle because it
shed light on previously misunderstood aspects of Cortes's character and
leadership; but he also wanted to show his readers that Cortes was not the
excessively cruel conquistador that many histories· had portrayed. Dlaz's narrative, without fray Remon's creative alterations, revealed a more humane
leader who had respect for the Indians he conquered, provided schools and
religious education for them, and a code oflaws for New Spain. Read notes
that Cortes opposed the brutal enslavement ofIndians and was therefore the
object of lies spread by slave traders and by others who resented his power
and wealth. The primary issue for Read was the concept of heroism as it related to ethnic identity. He knew that the insidious legacy of the Black Legend of Spain still endured in the American imagination and influenced the
way Anglos perceived Hispanic heroes even in his own day. Toward the end
of his manuscript, which is one-fifth the length of Prescott's very popular
history of the conquest,H Read asks his reader to consider Cortes's merits
alongside other European heroes like Caesar or Napoleon. Cortes was not
wontonly cruel, says Read, if one judges him in the context of his time.
Read's emphasis on social context and comparative cultures, coupled with
his focus on a Hispanic hero widely familiar to the American public, shows
that his motives in writing this biography were directly related to his concerns
regarding the Hispanic identity within the American national community.
A third and different sort of manuscript lying unfinished among related
papers in the Read collection 35 is his English translation of a biography of
padre Antonio Jose MartInez, the outspoken Taos priest. The original author
was Santiago Valdez, a local man of some stature who had been educated in
the padre's law school and was his legally adopted son. 36 Padre MartInez, who
lived during the Mexican and early territorial periods of New Mexico, was
a highly visible and controversial Hispanic leader, both in the church and
political life of northern New Mexico during the transition to American rule.
Some later histories, most notably one by Ralph E. Twitchell in Read's own
time, reflected the ethnic and religious bias of many MartInez detractors who
accused the padre of being an anti-American fomenter of the Taos revolt of
1847.37 Benjamin Read had in his possession both Valdez's biography and
other historical documents that proved Twitchell's allegations to be false. For
Read, Twitchell's work was another example of how Hispanic New Mexicans
were misrepresented by Anglo-American historians, falsely portraying them
as disloyal citizens and denying their rightful place in the history of the nation. The translation of the Valdez biography, begun when Read was in his
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late twenties, was one of his first involvements in Hispanic historiography.
Although never published, he frequently drew on it in his later works in
which he praised the padre, saying: "fue en el mundo cfvico una de las figuras
mas brillantes de su epoca.... Todo 10 sacrific6 por amor al terruno que 10
viera nacer."J8*
Benjamin Read probably had scant personal contact with padre MartInez,
who died when Read was only fourteen. He became involved with the Martfnez papers and related documents through his younger brother, Larkin Read,
who married Santiago Valdez's daughter. These papers had been left to Valdez, Martfnez's sole legal heir, who, as an educated man, realized their importance as the basis for telling the padre's life story and offering it as an example
to other Hispanic New Mexicans. Valdez apparently began writing the Martfnez biography in December 1867, six months after the padre's death. J9 Interspersed throughout the text are padre Martfnez's words and many of the personal documents he collected in his lifetime. The manuscripts now in the
Santa Fe archives and Huntington Library indicate that Valdez continued to
work on the biography for several years and then likely asked his new son-inlaw to copy it. Larkin did so in 1877, right after his marriage. At the same time,
Valdez was undoubtedly aware of the growing reputation of Larkin's scholarly brother, and he probably suggested that Benjamin translate the biography
into English-or this may have been Benjamin's idea. In any event, attached
to the Spanish version is a note in the latter's hand: "para ser revisada, anotada
y aumentada por el Lic. Benjamin M. Read."! The note indicates that Read
intended to do more with the Valdez work than just translate it into English.
This article is not the place to discuss the contents of the biography, especially since Read's role was tangential to its composition. However, I want
to underscore that this document is valuable in its own right as well as in the
context of Read's ouevre. His participation in the Martfnez biography shows
us the importance he ascribed to translating a work for readers who would
otherwise not know of the extraordinary life of a man his Hispanic compatriots considered a legendary figure of the Mexican and American frontier.
Valdez's biography, however, is not just the story of the man he refers to as
"the spiritual and temporal Father of his Country"; it also sketches a social and

'In the civic sphere he was one of the most brilliant figures of his time.... He sacrificed everything out of love for the beloved soil from which he was born.
ITo be edited, annotated, and augmented by the Han. Benjamin M. Read.
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political history of northern New Mexico during padre Martfnez's lifetime.
The tone ofthe work is openly pro-American, yet it reveals a defensive posture
that echoes Martinez's own obsession with documenting his accomplishments
through the accumulation of official papers. 40 Santiago Valdez knew the controversy that surrounded the padre's life and he anticipated the correction of
false accounts that were already circulating among the padre's political enemies. From this experience, Benjamin Read learned a lesson as a budding
historian: political struggles in New Mexico during the territorial period (compounded by ethnic prejudice in the East) undermined local efforts to achieve
statehood and made the accurate recording of historical events even more
difficult. Read buttressed his own account of this period, Historia f!ustrada
de Nuevo Mexico (1911), with copious official documentation, indicating that
he knew the influence of history on the discourse of American identity and
the pitfalls Hispanic Americans faced in that field.
The final question to be asked is why were these Benjamin Read manuscripts never published. Certainly a portion of the answer lies in the limitations of his own talent as a writer and his tendency to cite sources dryly rather
than offer an engaging interpretation of the facts. He never did find a national publisher for any of these works, but we may suspect that this poor
reception had to do with subject matter as much as with his style. One could
point to a kind of Catch-22 for Hispanic historians whose material needed a
wider audience in order to interest publishers. Then there was the problem
of language and audience: was he writing for Neomexicanos or for Anglos,
or both? He fluctuated between using Spanish and English, as ifhe felt both
languages served his needs in different ways. In the service of history this
bilingualism could bea benefit, but it could also be a liability to establishing relationships with publishers. Even Read's name may have confounded
those beyond New Mexico Territory who took him to be Anglo when, at
heart, he was Hispanic. A devout Catholic with the intellect of a liberal humanist, Read deeply admired the ideals of American democracy but profoundly disdained the ethic of its overbearing materialism.
Benjamin Read did not fit neatly into any mold: certainly not the one
Frederick Jackson Turner had in mind in 1893 when he described the dominant traits ofAmerican character that had developed during the nineteenthcentury conquest of the frontier. We know that Turner showed little awareness ofthe experience of Hispanics who had been living on the western frontier for centuries, and many American citizens before and since Turner's
time have suffered from the same historical amnesia or selective vision. As
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Patricia Nelson Limerick pointed out, Anglo attitudes toward Hispanics suffer
from "a peculiar split: one attitude toward Spanish borderlands history-conquistadors, missions, and rancheros viewed from a safe distance in time; and
another, often very different attitude toward actual Hispanic p'eople...."41
Connecting the experience of Hispanics in the past with Hispanics in the present was a moral imperative for Benjamin Read, whose own divided lineage
made this a personal as well as public challenge.

It would be wrong to deny Turner his due in articulating a theoretical
approach to the writing of American history. In a speech entitled "Social
Forces in American History," delivered in

1910

to the American Historical

Association meeting in Indianapolis, Turner spoke again of "the birth of a
new nation in America" and of "the revolution in the social and economic
structure of this country during the past two decades."42 Concluding his remarks, he insisted that the writing of history must transcend any single disciplinary approach or perspective: "The economist, the political scientist, the
psychologist, the sociologist, the geographer,the student ofliterature, of art,
of religion-all the allied laborers in the study of society-have contributions to make to the equipment of the historian... [And the American historian must see in his subject] one of the richest fields ever offered for the
preliminary recognition and study of the forces that operate and interplay in
the making of society."4J Turner had the right instincts, just as Bolton did, but
Benjamin Read was closer to seeing the true nature of social interaction in
the Southwest because of his experience and his understanding of history
from a Hispanic perspective.
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Tierra Mestiza, Tierra Sagrada
AN INDO-HISPANO HERITAGE REVEALED

Essay by Enrique R. Lamadrid
Photographs by Miguel Gandert

I

n the old plaza ofAlcalde, all eyes are on the little girl, Malinche. Skipping

and spinning, she has just led Moctezuma the king and his army of
Matachfn spirit warriors into a new era, into a new dimension.With triumph
in her eyes, and the future of the New World in her hands, she pauses at the
doors of the church, attentive to the celestial music of violins and guitars.
In the old plaza of Abiquiu, all eyes are on the caulivas, the captive children who dance in front of the church to the drums and ancient chant of the
Nanille. Outstretched arms and hands clutching eagle feathers lift them
above their captivity and into the hearts of their parents, both lost and found.
Radiant with hope and resiliency, the children have the power to transcend
the conflict and cultural struggles of past and present.
In all the Indo-Hispano fiestas of the Upper RIO Grande, children play
prominent roles in the rituals that reenact the mixed cultural origins of their
communities. The maternal saint who protects and nurtures these children
is Marfa herself, as Guadalupe, her own Indo-Hispano manifestation. Much
has been said of the complexion of Guadalupe. Less obvious is the Aztec sash

Enrique R. Lamadrid is an associate professor of Spanish and Portuguese at the University of
New Mexico. Miguel Gandert is an associate professor of Communication and Journalism at .
the University of New Mexico. The essay and photographs are adapted from their recent
publication Nuevo 1l1ixico Profunda: Rituals of an Indo-Hispano Homeland (Santa Fe:
Mueseum of New Mexico Press: Albuquerque: Nationall-lispanic Cultural Center of New
Mexico,

2000).
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tied around her belly, the sign of her pregnancy and portent of her Son to
come: his heritage is clearly mestizo, for He comes for all the people. In her
mission to the Americas, Guadalupe represents and sanctifies both cultural
and racial hybridity.
On Guadalupe's feast day, altars are placed outdoors on streets and plazas.
The Virgin leaves her sanctuary to see the people dance. Even the indomitable warrior tribes of the northlands flock to her side-the desert Chichimecas, with bows snapping and reed aprons jangling, and the formidable
Comanches of the plains, with drums beating and songs filling the air. The
Comanches, so in love with the holy child and his mother, plot to take him
captive and raise him as their own.
At the center of the mestizo legacy of New Mexico is the sanctity of the
land itself, constantly resanctified by pilgrimage. On the journey of life,
people come as pilgrims to offer prayers and sacrifice at outdoor sanctuaries
like Tortugas Mountain and Cerro de Tome, sacred sites with shrines and
calvaries. Travelers walk for miles to Chimayo, where they wait patiently to
see the leafy cross of the altar and collect holy earth at the true emergence
place of their Indo-Hispano culture. They come seeking not only the redemption of the crucified Christ but also the grace of the holy child. Every
journey requires its places of rest, and every pilgrim seeks a dwelling place
in which to contemplate the final destination. Some places of refuge and
meditation may face inward, as the Morada chapels of the Penitente brotherhood; others face the sky and sun on the slopes of a sacred mountain. After a pilgrimage of four centuries, the mestizo people of New Mexico have
become indigenous to this place.
Mestizaje is the process and result of cultural and racial hybridization,
which creates a culture distinct from its Spanish, Mexican, and Indian roots.
The nation of Mexico takes pride in its mestizo heritage, yet paradoxically
uses the concept to suppress and obscure contemporary native cultures. In
the context of New Mexican culture, mestizaje has always linked us with our
Indianness, whether as a denial or an affirmation of our native legacy. In the
twenty-first century age of transnational ism and globalization, cultural hybridity is a concept that challenges old notions of bounded group identitites,
nations, and cultures. Until recently, historians, anthropologists, and folklorists deemed mestizo cultures unworthy of serious study because of the notion
of "cultural contamination." Recently, academics have come to the realization that to understand mestizaje is to gain new insight into the cultural
future of the planet. Understanding traditional Indo-Hispano culture in New
Mexico is an exercise in understanding the century to come.
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Miguel Gandert has been exploring and redefining with his camera the
mestizo heritage of his homeland for a new century. Since 1985, he has been
doing fieldwork with folklorist Enrique Lamadrid, long motivated to challenge the elitist and rarefied vision of New Mexico as a kind of "Spain on the
banks of the RIo Grande." The "magnificent light" that has attracted generations of artists, photographers, and writers to the "Land of Enchantment" is
also the stark and mystified light of historical amnesia. For half of Mexico to
become a region of the United States, it had to be naturalized, its history
erased, itspeople obscured. These are the shadows Gandert's camera and
Lamadrid's pen are illuminating, setting the scene for remembrance to replace oblivion and for a new vision of history and identity to be realized and
reinscribed. Their collaboration has helped inaugurate the National Hispanic Culture Center in a stunning photography exhibit and book entitled
Nuevo Mixico ProfUnda: Rituals ofan Indo-Hispano Homeland It promises
to change the way people see and think about culture and history in this
ancient place.
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CAMINO DE LA Luz (THE ROAD OF LIGHT), TOME, NEW MEXICO
FIGURE II

"~QUIEN EN ESTA CASA DA Luz? JESUS." ("WHO IN THIS HOUSE GIVES
LIGHT? JESUS."), LAS COLON lAS DE ARRIBA, NEW MEXICO
FIGURE 12
HERMANO JUAN ROYBAL EN Su ORATORIO (BROTHER JUAN ROYBAL IN
HIS PRAYER ROOM), LAS COLONIAS DE ARRIBA, NEW MEXICO

FIGURE 13
CALvARIa (CALVARY), AGUAS NEGRAS, NEW MEXICO

In Passing

J. MANUEL ESPINOSA, 19°9-1999
Joseph P. Sanchez and Jose Manuel Espinosa Jr.

J. Manuel Espinosa, an authority on Spanish

78

colonial history, passed away on 8 June 1999.
During his career, he wrote seventy-five articles in scholarly journals on sixteenth-century cultural history of Brazil and late-seventeenth-century history of New Mexico, and
over forty articles on various aspects of Latin
American social history and culture. Born in
Chicago, Illinois, on 2 February 1909, his parents were Maria Margarita Garcia of Santa
Fe, New Mexico, and Aurelio M. Espinosa.
Reknowned for his work, Aurelio M.
Espinosa was head of the Romance Languages Department at Stanford University and a pioneer in the United States in the fields of Spanish language
teaching, Spanish folklore, and Spanish dialectology.
J. Manuel Espinosa received his PhD. from the University of California,
Berkeley, in 1934 where he had studied under Herbert E. Bolton. Between
1934 and 1944, he held professorships at St. Louis University and Loyola
University. During the period 1944 to 1978, he was an officer in the U.S. Department of State's educational and cultural exchange program while serving as visiting professor at George Washington University, Catholic University, American University, and Washington University in the Washington,
D.C. area, as well as at Webster College in St. Louis. During that period he
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also served on the editorial staff of The Amen'cas (1944-197°), and Mid-America
(1940-1958), He was also a corresponding member of the Spanish Royal Academy of History, and the Academy of American Franciscan History,
Espinosa is best remembered for Crusaders ofthe Rio Grande: The Story
ofDon Diego de Vargas and the Reconquest andRefOunding ofNew Mexico
(1942), a seminal work on the 1692 reconquzsta of New Mexico, In so doing,
he uncovered many original documents related to New Mexican history and
made contact with the descendants of Vargas in Madrid, Spain, Earlier in
1940, he published a translation of documents under the title First Expedition ofVargas into New Mexico, 1692, as a prelude to his later work on the
Reconquest of New Mexico, His most recent book was The Pueblo Indian
Revolt of1696 and the Franciscan Missions in New Mexico (1988), in which
he documented the early years following Vargas's entrada and subsequent
troubles in New Mexico, In 1937, Espinosa published Spanish Folk Tales
/Tom New Mexico (reprinted in 1977 and 1998), and a second book edited
with Aurelio M, Espinosa in 1985 and titled The Folklore ofSpain in the
American Southwest. For his earlier work on New Mexico, he was elected to
the New Mexico Folklore Society Roll of Honor in 1981.
During most of his career in the Department of State, Espinosa was engaged in conducting its international educational and cultural exchange programs, He was involved with the Latin American program from 1944 to 1950,
and again from 1962 to 1972, During the 195os,he directed the Department's,
worldwide program for the exchange of professors, research scholars, and
teachers, In this capacity, he traveled widely throughout Latin America, Europe, the Middle East, the Far East, and Africa, From 1957 to 1962, he served
as executive secretary of the Board of Foreign Scholarships, the presidentappointed body responsible for the selection of academic exchange grantees
and the supervision ofprograms authorized under the Fulbright-Hays Act, He
received citations from the Board of Foreign Scholarships for distinguished
service in 1959 and 1962, From 1962 to 1972, he was deputy director, Office of
Inter-American Programs, Bureau of Educational and Cultural Affairs, Department of State , In his last assignment, from 1972 until his retirement in 1978,
he served as the director ofthe History Office ofthe Bureau ofEducational and
Cultural Affairs, During his term in that position, he wrote Inter-American

us

Cultural Diplomacy, 1936- 1948 (1977)'
Beginnings of
J. Manuel Espinosa is survived by his wife Elizabeth Henry Espinosa of
St. Louis, and their four sons, Francis Raymond, John 1., Thomas H" and
Jose Manuel Espinosa JI.
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Meredith D. Dodge
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Cancer took Robert W. Kern on 15
April 2000. While he may have been
ready, the rest of us, colleagues, former students, and friends, were not. We
can look to his academic credentials,
which included a B.A. from Antioch
College, M.A. and Ph.D. from the
University of Chicago, and thirty-two
years at the University of New Mexico, to tell us something of his life, but
these do not begin to describe the
man we shall remember.
Bob was a prodigious researcher
and writer, as evidenced by his historical output. He not only seemed tireless when involved in producing a
book, he actually was. The completion of a manuscript invariably meant that
another was in the planning stages, if not already begun. All his enthusiasms,
from Spain's past to the history oflabar, received scholarly treatment of the
first order and reflected a fundamental truth about him: here was a man who
truly loved his work.
These same qualities accompanied him into the classroom. Although he
was the first to admit that his delivery needed work (though less so as the years
passed), his lectures inspired students with their scholarship, thoughtfulness,
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mastery of detail, and humor. He was the professor who always had time for
his students, encouraging the intellectual curiosity he valued so highly.
Bob was a man of the Left, even when it was no longer fashionable or
particularly prudent to be so. He was political, though not dogmatic, for his
allegiance was always to the truth of the matter at hand. He welcomed debate
and discussion, so long as they were well reasoned and strongly supported,
but had little patience for pedantry, jargon, or arguments that were sloppily
made. His wit, pointed and often self-deprecatory, was never mean-spirited,
for at its base lay his genuine respect for others.
Bob's intellectual generosity and passion for history produced superior
work and outstanding students. He challenged and sometimes changed
those who had the privilege ofknowing and working with him.
For those among us who cannot yet bear to bid good-bye, we say simply,
"Nos vemos, Bob."

A Selected Bibliography of Robert W. Kern
Liberals, RefOmlers and Caciques in Restoration Spain, 1815-19°9. Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1974·

RedYears/Black Years: A PoliticalHistory ofSpanish Anarchism, 1911-1931 Philadelphia:
Institute for the Study of Human Issues, 1978.
Ed., with Jane Slaughter. European Women ofthe Left: Feminism, Socialism, andthe Problems Faced by Political Women Since 1880. Westport, Conn.: Greenwood Press, 1981Ed., with Meredith D. Dodge. A HistoricalDictionary ofModem Spanish History, 17001988. Westport, Conn.: Greenwood Press, 1990.
The Regions ofSpain: A Reference Guide to History and Culture. Westport, Conn.: Greenwood Press, 1996.

Robert W. Kern Fellowship

The New Mexico Historical Review is pleased to announce the
Robert W. Kern Fellowship. The Center for Regional Studies,
directed by Dr. TobIas Duran, has established the fellowship to
honor historian Robert W. Kern, who taught at the University of
New Mexico for three decades and was a great friend to students
and the Review, one of the few teaching journals in the United
States. The object of the Kern Fellowship is to train students in
the discipline and craft of scholarly journal editing. The learning
process will include all dimensions of the editorial regimen
from critiquing submissions to copyediting articles to checking
page proofs and blue lines. The Kern Fellow will be chosen by
Dr. Duran, the Revzew editor, and designated members of the
Review Editorial Board. We are pleased to announce Patricia

Hughes as the first recipient of the Robert W. Kern Fellowship
for the

2000-2001

academic year. Ms. Hughes is studying toward

a Master's Degree in Latin American studies at the University
of New Mexico. She brings to the Review background in Spanish
language, Latin American history, and journal editing. The staff
looks forward to working with Ms. Hughes on the editing and
production of the New Mexico Historical Review.

Book Reviews

Kit Carson and the Indians. By Thomas W. Dunlay. (Lincoln: University of
Nebraska Press, 2000. xx + 525 pp. Photographs, notes, index. $45.00 cloth,
ISBN

0-8032-1715-3.)

In this age of politicized cultural studies and radical revisionism, frontier
heroes ofold have not fared well. Since a new paradigm launched in the 1960s
cast the westward movement in imperialist, sexist, and racist terms, the discrediting or diminishing ofhistorical figures once lionized should surprise no one.
What ought to give pause to serious scholars and writers, however, is the ease
with which the long-respected rules of evidence have been jettisoned.
Among the conspicuous victims of the current power-obsessed school of
western history is Christopher "Kit" Carson. His contemporaries consistently
referred to him as modest, unassuming, fair-minded, and courageous. He died
poor, having accomplished much in service to his country and having gained
a national fame that he never sought. Still, Andrew Rolle in his revisionist
biography of John Charles Fremont entitled John Charles Fremont.· Character as Destiny (1991), characterizes Carson as ruthless and dismisses previous
studies of his life as adulatory. Such judgments are right in line with the new
monster-image of Carson fabricated and disseminated in the years after 1970.
To explain what was happening and specifically to address bogus charges
that Carson had been guilty of "genocidal-racism," the Kit Carson Historic
Museums at Taos sponsored a scholarly symposium in July 1993. Titled "Kit
Carson: Indian Fighter or Indian Killer?" the gathering tried to sort out the
truth regarding Carson's conduct toward the Indians. Several known anti-Carson scholars were invited to participate, for balance's sake, but all declined.
One of those influenced positively by the Taos symposium papers was
historian Tom Dunlay, who says in the preface to his book, "I considered the
more scathing attacks on Carson to be both misdirected and based upon a
lackof understanding of the period as well as of the man" (p. xii). That statement nails down with precision the overall problem.
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Then Dunlay adds that he decided to do his own book on Carson, not a
full biography, but rather a work focusing on the man's relations with and
attitudes toward Indians, "the source of all the latter-day controversy, and the
decline of his reputation" (p. xii). The result is a volume of magisterial proportions, one that for the first time gets to the core of Carson's personality and
examines his motives during a lifetime spent dealing with the Indian tribes
of the American West.
The author develops several themes in presenting his case, not the least
of which is his insistence that Carson be viewed and judged in the context
of his own time and place. That truism would seem to be so obvious that no
reiteration is needed. However, the decline of a sense of history (one of the
more serious casualties of modernity), as Jose Ortega y Gasset lamented, has
left us bereft of the capacity to see people from the past as anything but mirror
images of ourselves. Thus, when those from long ago failed to act or react
according to today's standards, we tend to engage in selective indignation
and to justify our censure.
Related to that is another thread the reader will find running through Dunlay's text-his concern with the public view of Carson, that is, the perception
of him as filtered through popular culture, formerly and now. Thus, one finds
much reference to violence and the modern condemnation of it, at least
when committed by white men; much reference to stereotypes; and emphasis given to the presently perceived universal quest for power.
Notwithstanding, the author sticks closely to his main intent, which is to
show the complexity of Carson's behavior and the difficulty of interpreting it
in the absence of any intimate revelations by the subject himself. One excellent example is provided by the Klamath episode on Fremont's third expedition to the Far West in 1846. While camped in southern Oregon, the
small Fremont party, including Carson, suffered an unprovoked attack in the
middle of the night by Klamath Indians, resulting in the loss of three men.
After the assailants had been driven off, the survivors, observing the backcountry's iron law of retribution, set out to even the score. They did so by
killing a number of Klamaths and burning their village.
Dunlay refers to Kit's pleasure at seeing the Indian houses go up in flames,
a reaction he opines that cannot be anything but repugnant. After considering all circumstances from different angles ofvision, he concludes, however,
that the larger picture can help us to comprehend Kit's feelings, if not to
excuse the retaliatory attacks on the Klamaths.
Use of the words "repugnant" and "excuse" here seem to introduce an element of ambivalence on the author's part, for, as the remainder of his book
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clearly demonstrates, he is well aware of the savagery of frontier warfare on
all sides. That state of violence is simply a given that must be accepted after
the fact.
In truth, twenty-first-century Americans, scholars and laymen alike, having never engaged in armed combat with Indians, slept on the ground in a
blizzard wrapped only in a buffalo robe, or ridden horseback for days across
mountains and deserts on short rations, can scarcely conceive of what was
required not only to make one's way in the untamed West, but to succeed as
. Carson did in a host of extraordinary undertakings. After accompanying Kit
'on a courier mission, Midshipman Edward F. Beale reported, "We fought all
night and travelled all day ... with nothing but a bit of mule meat" (p. 126).
Such hardship, privation, and danger were routinely endured by men like
Carson with scarcely a second thought, rendering their pragmatic actions
incomprehensible and seemingly contradictory to effete moderns.
Dunlay does not hesitate to criticize Carson when he feels he was in the
wrong. His book is essentially a balanced and carefully reasoned defense of
the man and the class offrontiersmen he came to symbolize. Dunlay's case,
based on hard evidence and judicious interpretation, is made uncommonly
well. Perhaps anticipating that revisionist critics will condemn his largely
favorable portrayal of Carson, he reminds readers thatthose contemporaries
who actually knew Kit became his admirers. Among those admirers were
many Indians. "The cumulative testimony in Carson's favor is hard to ignore," the author rightly points out (p. 16).
The strongest chapter ofthe book perhaps is the one treating Carson's two
terms as Indian agent atTaos for the Muache Utes and Jicarilla Apaches from
1853-1861. Dunlay delves deeply into Carson's official correspondence to
discover his growing sympathy for the Indians' plight as their traditional nomadic way oflife began to crumble. His analysis ofIndian-white relations in
the New Mexico Territory is particularly revealing and valuable.
Sections covering the Navajo campaign and the subsequent Battle ofAdobe
Walls against Plains Indians in the Texas Panhandle add further to an understanding of Carson's conduct and motives during military operations. Dunlay's
handling of the evidence should, but probably will not, lead to a summary
dismissal of revisionist charges that Kit, the butcher, engaged in genocide.
Errors of fact are few and quite minor. Rare examples are: It is now recognized that Carson guarded California's Cajon Pass rather than Tejon
Pass in the winter of 1847 (p. 128). Upon accompanying a Ute delegation
to Washington, D.C., shortly before his death, Carson held the title of
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special commissioner, not superintendent (p. 409). And assassinated Gov.
Charles Bent was buried at an early date in Santa Fe, not nearby Carson's
grave in Taos (p. 415).
Dunlay has the ability to sift through mountains of conflicting evidence, go
to the heart of a historical matter, and lay it out intelligibly for the reader. The
much-maligned Kit Carson is here the beneficiary of that skill. When the author's exceptional interpretive powers are added to the mix, the result is an
exemplary work of history. This hefty book, wise and honest, is a masterpiece.
Marc Simmons
Cerrillos, N. M.

The RapidCity Indian School, 1898-1933- By Scott Riney. (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1999. x + 278 pp. Illustrations, maps, tables, notes,
bibliography, index. $29.95 cloth,

ISBN

0-8061-3162-4.)

American Indian students who attended one of the twenty-seven off-reservation boarding schools run by the Bureau ofIndian Affairs (BIA) between
1879 and 1933 encountered diverse experiences typically characterized as
beneficial, destructive, or some combination thereof. The literature on the
off-reservation boarding schools has come full circle with the publication of
Scott Riney's work. Those who argued for the establishment of off-reservation boarding schools in the late 1800s highlighted the positive effect of separating students from their parents as the best means of assimilating Indians
into the mainstream. Mter the schools were established, critics noted the
problems of health care, sanitation, nutrition, curriculum, and other issues.
During the Progressive Era (19°0-1917), Congress approved a number of
investigations leading to the closure of a few schools. By the 1930S, as the
Depression deepened, the BIA closed the Rapid City Indian School despite
the support of Indian students, parents, and employees for the institution.
Riney convincingly argues that the Rapid City Indian School functioned
as an effective institution through which the federal government provided
education and helped oversee the government's treaty obligations owed to
tribes of the Northern Plains. Riney's study offers a richly textured account
of how, on the one hand, the BINs boarding schools helped execute the government policy of assimilation but provided opportunities for Indian students to acquire educational skills such as reading, writing, and mathematics, and industrial habits such as manual labor, work regimentation, and time
consciousness. Established in the era of the nation's industrial moderniza-
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hon and the height of the assimilationist policy towards Native Americans,
the Rapid City Indian School became an essential element that connected
Northern Plains tribal members from the preindustrial past to the postindustrial present. Riney's work shows that the multifaceted stories of Rapid
City students reflected their diversity in age and tribe. The school educated
Northern Cheyenne, Shoshone, Lakota, and Crow students.
Riney also focuses on the students themselves and weaves an intricate account that is as illuminating as it is evocative, as tragic asit is heroic. For example, in December 1909, four Rapid City students made the fateful decision
to run away. Caught in an early winter snowstorm, two ofthe boys, Paul Loves
War and Henry Bull, turned up near Wounded Knee, South Dakota. Dr.
James Walker's efforts to treat their frostbite could not save their lower legs,
which he amputated below the knee. Loves War and Bull returned to the
Rapid City school, dragging themselves over the floors and grounds until
artificial limbs could be purchased and fitted. Riney points out the undeniable
tragedy oftheir story: the boys continued their course ofstudy, which suddenly
took on greater weight for themselves and their future.
Most students at the secondary level view their schooling as drudgery.
Indian students at Rapid City certainly shared this view. Nonetheless, Rapid
City Indian School matron Theresa C. Kaufman trained her girls to adhere
to demanding work details. After retirement, Kaufman asked former students
whether she had been too strict. They replied, "You weren't that bad.... It's
your girls that they hire now.... We can get a job because we know how to
work" (p. 217)' Evaluating an experience takes time, and schooling deserves
the benefit of more detached objectivity. Here again, Riney brilliantly brings
this kind of evaluative perspective to his work.

Jerry A. Davis
The Oakridge School, Arlington, Texas

Hopi Dwe//ings:Architectura/ Change at Orayvi. By Catherine M. Cam. ron. (Tucson: University ofArizona Press, 1999. xiv + 159 pp. Illustrations,
maps, tables, appendixes, notes, bibliography, index. $39.95 cloth, ISBN 08165-1781-9.)

In 19°6, the Hopi village of Oraibi split with the expulsion of a group
known as the "Hostiles." Scholars studying the Oraibi schism have tried to
explain the event in terms relative to themselves. The reasons for the Oraibi
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split have been described by various students as village leaders conspiring to
institute social change, as population growth at Oraibi exceeding the carrying capacity of the village, or as the disruptive influence of Mennonite missionaries and attempts to force Hopi children into boarding schools.
Catherine Cameron asserts that changing architecture, as a result of the
split at Oraibi, represents processes that Hopis and other Puebloans likely
followed for centuries. Cameron seeks to define architectural changes that
took place in the recent past and apply them to the abandonment of pueblos that occurred before Europeans recorded such events. Presumably the
Oraibi split was not as unusual an event in Hopi history as contemporary
white American commentators believed.
Cameron relies on archival photographs to document the changes at
Oraibi in the years following the split. Cameron's research illustrates the
impact of the resulting population loss and the destruction of houses either
through the scavenging of materials or the neglect of abandoned structures.
By looking at the changes in the household structures, the author identifies
processes that she then applies to the study of the Arroyo Hondo Pueblo near
Santa Fe, New Mexico. The author concludes that the similarities between
Oraibi and Arroyo Hondo legitimized the model for further application.
While Cameron's study provides important information for studying the
Oraibi division, a number of caveats should be applied. First, the author relies on the anthropologists' interpretations of events at Oraibi instead of information provided by Hopi informants. Second, since this study is limited
to architectural patterns, it has limited value to historians and other social
scientists. Finally, the author's focus on architecture leaves out the people
who implemented those changes.
Despite the above reservations, Cameron presents an enlightening study of
an important episode in Hopi history. Her interpretation of Pueblo history in
light ofOraibi implies thatthe presence of the U.S. military, missionaries, and
Indian agents did not disrupt a process evident in centuries of Hopi history.
Jeffery A. Thomas
Northland Pioneer College

The Trickster Shift: Humour andIrony in Contemporary Native Art. By Allan

J. Ryan. (Seattle: University ofWashington Press, 1999. xv + 303 pp. 100 color
and
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Allan Ryan addresses the cultural importance of humor and irony in Native American communities as demonstrated in their contemporary a~t. As
he illustrates, humor is serious: it represents strategies for ensuring cultural
survival, overcoming adversity, and making sense of an alien world. Ryan
agrees with Gerald Vizenor's assertion that one needs a community to act in
a comic way and acknowledges that one cannot write about trickster or contemporary Native American art in isolation, but rather one must include the
Native voice, Native cultural practices, and the trickster spirit. Ryan effectively accomplishes this presentation oftrickster practice among the CQntemporary Native artists of Canada in the late-twentieth century. This study is not
a self-reflexive musing about the impact of the cultural critique presented by
these artists. Rather, it is a thoughtful and inclusive presentation of a latetwentieth-century Native American perspective on self-identity, representation, political power, and global presence-the four principal themes presented by Ryan in his examination of the "Trickster Shift." A Native voice
resonates throughout this work through numerous artists' statements and interviews, and color reproductions of their art. This compilation of images
alone makes the work a valuable resource.
Ryan focuses his study on what Carl Beam refers to as the "Trickster
shift" -the irony, humor, punning, and cutting, biting, and often black hu- .
mor that infuses, emanates, and characterizes the works of many contemporary Native artists - in an effort to "reject as antiquated a paradigm that sees
Native art as mystical and legend bound in favour of recognizing the active
spirit of the traditional Native trickster [with the artists] affirm [ing] a critical
link between subversive practice, aesthetic production, spiritual truth, and
cultural wisdom" (p. 3). Native humor is not lost on Ryan as he weaves a bit
of his own trickster wisdom throughout this work. At times, he subverts the
traditional academic discourse with the same critical distance and repetition
that his subjects employ. Demonstrated in the dialogue created by the notes,
images, text, and countertext, Ryan uses subtle subversive trickster strategies
in addressing traditional scholarship. Instead of dismissing or purely critiquing it, he recontextualizes the work, offers indigenous responses, and presents
ways that this research can be useful while expanding and redirecting the
scholarship and discourse on the subject, and in turn, effecting his own
"Trickster Shift."
Ryan focuses primarily on Canadian indigenous artists for the historical and
political framing is Canadian, but this study applies across both political and
academic borders. Ultimately, Ryan offers an important contribution to the
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discourse on contemporary Native art, trickster practice, and the role of the
artist in Native American communities.
Jennifer c. Vigil
University ofIowa

Tamarind- Forty Years. Edited by Marjorie Devon. (Albuquerque: University
of New Mexico Press, 2000. xi + 206 pp. 101 color plates, 98 halftone photographs, bibliography, index. $59.95 cloth, ISBN 0-8263-2°72-4, $29.95 paper,
ISBN 0-8263-2°73-2.)
This delightfully designed book, pleasurably accessible to the hand, eye,
and mind, offers both a celebration of Tamarind's achievement and longevity as a site for making art- 5800 images by 700 artists collaborating with
some 100 printers-and a critical and historical examination of the ideas
behind its founding. Combining documentary history with thoughtful review, Tamarind· Forty Years consists of an introduction about June Wayne's
prospectus to the Ford Foundation for the grant that established the Tamarind Lithography Workshop in Los Angeles in 1960. Following that piece are
six scholarly essays mixed with 189 illustrations and a chronology and an accounting ofall the artists, printers, and curators who have worked and trained
at Tamarind in Los Angeles and, since 1970, in Albuquerque.
The ideas behind Tamarind's founding shared the distinctly American take
on modernism that emerged in the years during and just after World War II but
that had come to have an analytic dimension by 1960. Rightly then, the keystone essay is print historian David Acton's "Abstract Expressionist Prints at
Tamarind," a subject heretofore unexplored. In opening up this fundamental
history, Acton introduces the two themes central to all of the essays. The first
is lithography itself not as a traditionally defined printmaking medium but as
Tamarind defined it: a "remarkably malleable metier," Wayne's description
accommodating expressive freedom on the one hand and "unique intellectual
and physical challenges" that inspired Sam Francis on the other. The second
theme is Tamarind's institution ofartist-printer collaboration, when the printer
becomes technical researcher, the artist's facilitator oflithography's expressive
capacities, and pragmatic mentor to the intellectual authority of the printable
image. The next essay, "The Curious Pavane: Tamarind and the Art of Collaboration" by Pat Gilmour, who has written elsewhere on lithographic printers, concentrates on this "art of collaboration." Her comments are illustrated
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by a deliberate diversity ofTamarind images, and she does use the art-historical service of framing collaboration at Tamarind against the still persistent
Renaissance hierarchy of artist and artisan. The story of Tamarind, as it developed from its initial ideas, is completed in the third essay by Clinton
Adams. Adams is known as an artist, historian ofAmerican lithography, and
from 1970 to 1985, director of the Tamarind Institute, as the workshop came
to be called in Albuquerque in affiliation with the University of New Mexico.
In "Fifty Years: Some Thoughts About Lithography, 1948-1998," Adams provides an overview of the Tamarind enterprise within the history of twentiethcentury printmaking and a testimonial to the tenacity of the modernist aesthetic of material expression in postmodern times. His essay includes illustrations of works produced by some of the many independent presses established by Tamarind-trained printers, works of graphic art whose sheer artistic presence outstrips the conventional connotations of the word, print.
The last three essays complete the forty years of Tamarind history. In
"Current Impressions: Tamarind Today," Marjorie Devon, the director since
1985, recounts the readiness with which Tamarind's ideal of "melding materials with a breadth of artistic styles and ideas" has been taken up by artists
and printer-trainees from around the world, including the former Soviet
Union, the Balkans, and Latin America. From Tamarind in Albuquerque
has come global evidence that the artistic imagination is alive and well. The
essay by international print historian Susan Tallman titled "Socks, Politics,
and Prints" (her title drawn from the Tamarind, Pablo Neruda poetry, and
Latin American artists' project), offers a perceptive meditation on Tamarind
prints within the social spaces that all prints, as multiple images, occupy.
Tamarind, she observes, may be "the most widely known print shop in the
world" (p. 98).

o. J.

Rothrock
University of New Mexico

La Gente: Hispano History and Life in Colorado. Edited by Vincent C. de
Baca. (Denver: Colorado Historical Society, 1998. xix + 294 pp. Illustrations,
tables, notes, bibliography, index. $21.95 paper, ISBN 0-87°81-538-5.)
A generation after scholars of the Chicano School made their mark on the
historical profession, the authors in this anthology return to the roots of New
Mexican culture and tradition to explain the Hispano tradition in Colorado.
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Often criticized in the 1960s and 1970S for its focus on Hispanidad, and for
what some scholars derided as the "Spanish fantasy heritage," a new generation finds intriguing the stories of fa genIe (the people) who ventured north
from New Mexico to live and work in another state with a Spanish name:
Colorado. Those narratives are the focus of Vincent C. de Baca's collection
of oral traditions, social science research, and family histories that reveal just
how close the cultural relationship is between the two states sharing an environment of mountains, deserts, canyons, and plains.
Several trend lines mark the timeline crafted by the assistant professor of
history at Metropolitan State College of Denver. Similar to the Chicano and
borderland scholars who preceded him, C. de Baca chose not to examine the
fonguedureeofSpanish-Mexican interaction and contestation with the land
and the Native American peoples of what now comprises Colorado. Instead,
he begins with a brieflisting of Spanish expeditions during the sixteenth and
seventeenth centuries followed by three sections on life from 1800 to the
196os. Larger themes of racial mixing, gender roles, and family heritage are
part of each section, but few of the scholars make reference to monographs
that defined those topics for the region or the nation as a whole. The reader
then is left with the suggestion that the Hispano experience in Colorado is
unique, although such selections as the memories of Trinidad-area rancher
Elfido Lopez Sr., edited by Richard Louden, make few claims to any distinctive Hispano characteristics. Quite the opposite could be said of the story of
Teresita Sandoval, written by Deborah Mora-Espinosa, whose multiple marriages and life among Anglos in pre-1846 New Mexico and southern Colorado characterize the mixed worlds of race and gender that suffused the region (and that have drawn the interest of many scholars in recent years).
Of the eleven articles included in this anthology (which was prepared as
part of an exhibit for the Colorado History Museum on Hispano Colorado),
most striking is the tale of the "Valdez Rug Project." Katie Davis Gardner has
discovered that the Colorado Fuel and Iron Company of Pueblo (CF & I),
villified in another story on the Ludlow Massacre, supported efforts by its Hispano workers to weave rugs and other textiles of southwestern design in the
depths of the Great Depression. Although the venture lasted only two years
and was replaced in 1933 by the federal New Deal recovery programs, this
project echoed the arts and crafts movement among the Indians and Hispanos ofNew Mexico (which Gardner did not examine but which she noted
were similar to the CF & I program). More study of twentieth-century historical phenomena similar to this one that cross cultural boundaries would
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benefit Colorado and, by extension, place the troubled history oflabor relations in the Centennial State in clearer perspective.
Future students of the Hispano experience in Colorado would do well to
read C. de Baca's book for the topics contributed and for the conclusions
drawn by each author. The section on the radicalism of the 1960s and 1970S
focuses almost completely on Denver, with Corky Gonzales and his Crusade
for Justice as the model for resistance to the oppression, segregation, and
police brutality that marked Denver race relations. Because· Colorado had
not studied itself carefully and had forgotten earlier struggles and moments
of interaction, the state seemed dumbfounded at the protests of Chicano
youth and their leaders during those years. Had this book and its museum
exhibit been available a generation ago, the Centennial State might have
been spared the outrages that fueled the movement of chicanismo that
gained great momentum in 1969 from a national conference of Chicano
youth in Denver. Yet it is the task of historians to see what society at large has
ignored, and for that, the Hispano roots of Colorado serve as a valuable intellectual entrada for the residents ofa state that thousands of Hispanos have
long called their home.
Michael Welsh
University of Northern Colorado

Cisneros 2000: Faces ofthe Borderlands. By Jose Cisneros and Felix D.
Almaraz Jr. (El Paso, Tex.: Sundance Press, 1999.164 pp. 63 line illustrations,
maps, graphs. $5°.00 cloth,

ISBN 0-944551~43-2.)

Cisneros 2000 is a volume bound by skillful craftsmanship and containing sixty-three meticulously drawn illustrations from the pen of the noted
artist, Jose Cisneros. Known by every historian of the Spanish Southwest,
Cisneros has graced more than several hundred volumes with his distinctive
fine-lined pen-and-ink graphics. His illustrations cover the corridors of time
originating with New Spain's classic figures such as Hernan Cortes and
Moctezuma.
Cisneros depicts Apache warriors, Franciscans and Jesuits, adelantados,
presidial soldiers, and town settlers of the Spanish Borderlands, historical
figures from Mexico's brIef rule of the Southwest, and spirited entrepreneurs.
Cisneros also includes spirited entrepreneurs, pioneer women, stagecoach
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drivers, buffalo soldiers, Chinese railroad workers, and bartenders of the American westward movement. The artist's pen strokes brought his volume right
up to the new millennium with illustrations, both civil and military, ofAmerican soldiers in World War II, pachucos, and the contemporary mariachi.
His portraits demonstrate a marvelous grasp of southwestern cultural and social history admirably cultivated by his readings, travels, and, most importantly, his nearly ninety years of life.
Understandably enough, Cisneros acknowledged Felix Almaraz, his cocompanion in several book adventures, as "a most loyal and understanding
friend, for his magnificent, scholarly and fluid text that he wrote to describe
and explain my pen strokes" (p. 7)' The book is about boththe artist and his
accomplishments. The volume provides the informed perspectives of five
well-known borderland authorities on the man behind the classic drawings.
Sculptor John Houser points out that art and history were inseparable in the
life of Cisneros (P.19). Writer John O. West praises Cisneros's indomitable
spirit in creating the past (p. 17)' Historian Leon C. Metz alludes to the artist's
immortal stature by claiming that his works hang in galleries and in private
collections all over the world (p. 21). The volume is printed on durable archival paper. Aware of this quality, Tom Lea compares Cisneros's sixty-three
portraits to priceless old wood engravings (p. 23)' Almaraz, author of the volume's vignettes, commendably concluded that this volume is not a terminal
point but rather an appropriate interlude to celebrate the gifts in the life of
Jose Cisneros (p. 29)' This book, admirably produced by Sundance Press,
will surely find its way into libraries, art schools, museums, and research institutions of the Southwest.
Gilbert R. Cruz
Glendale Community College
Glendale, Arizona

Barrios Nortenos: St. Paul and Midwestern Mexican Communities in the
Twentieth Century. By Dionicio Nodfn Valdes. (Austin: University of Texas
Press, 2000. viii+ 380 pp. Black and white photographs, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $45.00 cloth, ISBN 0-292-78743-X, $22.95 paper, ISBN 0-292-

78744-2 .)
Most historical analyses of the formation of Mexican communities in the
United States have focused on settlements in the Southwest. Barrios
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Nortenospresents a valuable new perspective. This book offers an important
and timely account of the presence of Mexicans in the Midwest in the twentieth century. With the help of historical archives and oral histories among
other data sources, Valdes provides readers with a vivid picture of how life
was and continues to be for Mexicans located in the Midwest and other regions of the United States.
Barrios Nortenos begins with a review ofpast and current theoretical explanations of the Mexican immigrant experience in the United States. Valdes
recounts, for example, how deficiency theory argued that Mexicans themselves
were to blame for their poor social and economic adjustment to life in the
United States. While rejecting this explanation, he also dismisses the assimilation theory and the colonial model, supporting, instead, the world system
model, which argues that the globalization of the world economy has created
core countries such as the United States and periphery countries such as Mexico. Core countries are said to exploit the labor of workers in periphery countries by using them to create a reserve labor surplus. In the case of the United
States, this reserve pool consists of workers from Mexico.
Mexicans began their migration to the Midwest as recruited labor at the
beginning ofthe twentieth century. As Valdes documents, there were several
factors behind this early wave of Mexican laborers including problems associated with economic development during the regime of Porfirio Dfaz (18761880; 1884-1910) and immigration laws that first deterred the flow of Asian,
and later, ofsouthern and eastern European immigrants. Valdes suggests that
the experience of Mexicans who immigrated to the Midwest differed from
the experiences of Mexicans who immigrated to the developing Southwest.
Rather than being employed only in agricultural work, Mexicans who settled
in theMidwest found jobs in the auto, steel, and foundry industries. These
workers made important contributions to the development ofthe World War
I and World War II economies in the United States. Despite their economic
contributions, Mexican workers remained vulnerable to continued and sustained discrimination.
. Valdes finishes his historical account by covering the Chicano movement
in the post-World War II era and the current period of economic restructuring of key midwestern industrial sectors. He concludes-forcefully-that
despite the strong presence of Mexicans in midwestern communities such as
St. Paul, Minnesota, and despite concerted efforts on the part of Mexicans to
change their social and economic position in the region, they continue to lag
behind other groups in critical areas. As the demand for industrial workers in
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the region has fallen, the population of Mexicans has continued to grow. The
1980s and 1990S have seen an increased level of wage inequality. Unlike previous immigrants to the Midwest, Mexicans have found their new homeland
offering fewer economic rewards.
Overall, Barrios Norteiios is a fine example of scholarship and should be
required reading in courses in ChicanolLatino studies, ethnic studies, sociology, and history. Valdes uncovers the rich history and contributions ofAmerica's fastest growing minority population and documents the ironic fact that
although Mexicans have been a major contributor to the economic development ofthe United States, they remain far behind other groups in economic
terms. Indeed, Valdes's book is a bleak reminder of how much farther Mexican immigrants have to go before they reach parity in the United States.
Paul Lopez
California State University

Chicano Politics andSociety in the Late Twentietlz Century. Edited by David

Montejano. (Austin: University of Texas Press, 1999. xxvi + 267 pp. Tables,
notes, bibliography, index. $35.00 cloth, ISBN 0-292-75214-8, $15.95 paper, ISBN
0-292-75215-6.)
David Montejano has collected an interesting and important assortment
of commissioned essays that explore Chicano politics from 1975-199°, the
era of the "politics of inclusion," and that present a "collective postmovement assessment" (p. ix). The anthology is 'organized into three parts: "Community Studies," "Institutional Studies," and "General Studies." The first
two parts are excellent; they are major contributions to the understanding of
the post-Chicano movement era.
"Community Studies" includes critical works by Rodolfo Rosales on
Henry Cisneros and by Mary Pardo on the Mothers of East Los Angeles. "Institutional Studies" offers insightful essays by Margarita Arce Decierdo on
the California Agricultural Relations Board, Phillip Gonzales on Affirmative
Action and Hispano regents at the University of New Mexico, and Christine
Marie Sierra on immigration reform. Montejano argues these studies point
to the "institutional limits that moderate or contain ethnic issues" (p. xxiv).
"General Studies" constitutes the weakest part of the anthology. Martin Sanchez Jankowski's essay, "Where Have All the Nationalists Gone?: Change
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and Persistence in Radical Political Attitudes among Chicanos, 1976-1986,"
does not clearly define the Chicano nation or Chicano nationalism.
Unfortunately, the editor did not have a balanced interest in questions of
gender, sexuality, and citizenship-all of which impact everyday Chicano
and Chicana life. Only one study addresses gender, women in this case.
Moreover, in the late twentieth century, a focus on the "Southwest" seems
itself an anachronism of the Chicano movement. Nevertheless, two selections suggest a Latino political reality. Teresa Cordova's "Harold Washington and the Rise of Latino Electoral Politics in Chicago, 1982-1987" reminds
us of ongoing Chicano-Puerto Rican-African American relations and of
Chicano politics outside the Southwest. Likewise, Antonio Gonzalez's
"Chicano Politics and u.S. Policy in Central America, 1979-199°" suggests
the international character of some Chicano politics and demonstrates that
some Mexican Americans have a Latino identity and belong to greater Latin
America.
Despite Montejano's occasional tendency to formulate a biracial politics
and cast a homogenous racial/ethnic identity and ideology on "Mexicans"
and "Mexican Americans," the book is a welcome addition to Chicano history and politics. History courses on the post-1975 era will find the collection
useful, especially given the anti-Mexican climate of the 1990S.
Cynthia E. Orozco
Eastern New Mexico University

The Illusion ofInclusion: The Untold Political Story ofSan Antonio. By
Rodolfo Rosales. (Austin: University of Texas Press, 2000. x + 236 pp. Halftone photographs, tables, appendix, notes, bibliography, index. $3°.00 cloth,
ISBN

0-292-77102-9, $14-95 paper,

ISBN

0-292-77103-7.)

This is an engaging political history of Chicano politics in San Antonio,
Texas, from 1951 to 1991. As the title suggests, the story of the San Antonio
Chicano community's struggle for inclusion in electoral politics has been
untold. After a very solid introduction, Rosales combines a critical review of
the literature on the Chicano urban experience with the paradigmatic and
methodological issues-class, ethnicity, and urbanization-framing his
study. Very student friendly, the book's remaining content, the story of political struggle, is then divided into three parts, each with two chapters: "The
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Partisan Era," "A Period of Transition," and "Political Pluralism and Its
Consequences."
Rosales warns that much of what has been written about San Antonio's
politics is centered on Henry Cisneros, not the Chicano community. In this
book, Cisneros is placed in the larger context of a growing, maturing Chicano middle class that seeks local political power in order to change the existing social order, to rearrange the power relations between Anglos and
Chicanos, and to attain their altruistic goal of entry into the San Antonio
halls of power. Rosales identifies many Chicanos and Chicanas as principal
actors in city politics during this period. He has interviewed an impressive
number of activists to get the Chicano story but missed others such as Irma
Mireles and George Ozuna. He also discusses the various Chicano social
movements, built over time, that established the foundation from which individual Chicanos and Chicanas gained entrance, position, and influence
in city politics. In this book the reader will find previously untold vignettes
of many Chicanas and Chicanos, for example Rosie Castro, Gloria Cabrera,
Maria Antoniette Berriozabal, Olga Pena, and Rosa Rosales (his wife), and
Albert Pena Jr., Johnny Alaniz, Ruben Mungia, Joe Bernal, Mario Compean,
and Bernardo Eureste.
While the themes of the market economy and rise of the Chicano middle
class are major factors in change, these are too often repeated and conceptually overworked in the book. Nevertheless, The Illusion ofInclusion is a
contribution to urban studies, Sunbelt City politics, ethnic politics, and
specifically Chicano/a studies.
Jose Angel Gutierrez
University ofTexas at Arlington

lewries at the Frontier: Accommodation, Identity, Conflict. Edited by Sander L.
Gilman and Milton Shain. (Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1999. 40lPP.
Tables, notes, bibliography, index. $49.95 cloth, ISBN 0-252-02409-5, $21.95 paper, ISBN 0-252-06792-4.)
The product ofa 1996 conference held in Capetown, South Africa, almost
all of these essays deal with the problem of shaping a Jewish identity on a
frontier, and the frontiers are certainly numerous both temporally and spatially. Galicia and Bukovina (while outposts ofthe Hapsburg Empire), South
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Africa, Australia, New Zealand, Brazil, Tunisia, Quebec, Texas, and
Alaska-all were areas of accommodation, self-identification, and conflict.
In the important introductory essay, coeditor Sander L. Gilman wrestles
with differing paradigms for understanding Jewish history, includ~ng corel
periphery and diaspora (involuntary exile) Igalut (voluntary exile), and finally
settles on the "frontier," which contemplates "a history with no center .
marked by the dynamics of change, confrontation, and accommodation
a
place of the 'migrant culture of the in-between'" as both a transitional and
translational phenomenon (p. 11). Throughout his essay Gilman emphasizes
the importance of language as a cultural marker.
Eight of the sixteen essays either wholly or in part deal with construction
of Jewish identity in South Africa or Australia. How does it compare to the
Jewish experience.in the United States Southwest? ,In each country JewsAnglo Jews in South Africa and Australia and German Jews in the Southwest-were among the early settlers and earned acceptance as pioneers. In
each region, the coming of Eastern European Jews seeking economic advancement and social acceptance threatened to overturn established relationships. In each, Jews encountered and defined themselves against "the
Other" (Blacks in South Africa, Aborigines in Australia, and Hispanics and
Native Americans in the United States).
The differences among the three experiences may be even greater. As
John Simon points out, Jews had to situate themselves along a "Boer, British,
Black axis" in South Africa. The Afrikaner political movement left no room
for accommodation with Jews. Indeed "ethnonativism" took an ugly turn in
the mid 1920S. Only Jewish communists joined the Black struggle.
In Australia, Jews were not granted full religious equality until the
mid-nineteenth century. Furthermore, according to Jon Stratton, Social
Darwinism made whiteness the great racial divide, and although Jews were
generally accepted as white, there was always the possibility they could be
"racialized" as "Asiatics."
Several essays are marred by cultural studies jargon so dense that it was
almost unreadable to this historian. That quibble aside, there is much to offer
students interested in comparative cultural or ethnic studies. The introduction and essays, in short, provide a new and much-needed interpretatidn of
Jewish history, much of which took place on the world's frontiers.
Linda Mack Schloff
Jewish Historical Society
St. Paul, Minnesota

of the Upper Midwest
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Storied Lives: japanese American Students and World War Jl By Gary Okihiro, afterword by Leslie A. Ito. (Seattle: University of Washington Press,
1999. xiv + 182 pp. Photographs, notes, bibliography, index. $35.00 cloth, ISBN
0-295-97764-7, $17.50 paper, ISBN 0-295-97796-5.)
And justice For All An Oral History ofthe japanese American Detention
Camps. By John Tateishi. (1984; reprint, with a foreword by Roger Daniels,
Seattle: University of Washington Press, 1999. xxvii + 262 pp. Photographs,
map. $17.95 paper, ISBN 0-295-97785-x.)
Gary Okihiro's monograph recounts the experiences of the few thousand
young Japanese Americans who escaped the confines of government-run
camps to pursue higher education and explores how they were aided by a
remarkable group of Euroamericans. Focusing on the human actors in this
tale, Okihiro's work addresses many important questions in the history ofthe
U.S. West and in the nature of racism and antiracism.
As Okihiro notes, this is a story rife with ambiguities, complexities, and
contradictions. The goal of the private National Japanese American Student
Relocation Council was the educational advancement of individual Nisei as
an investment in the nation's future. Council members selected students on
the basis of scholarship but also on the likelihood that they would make a
good impression on Euroamericans, and counseled Japanese American beneficiaries to abide by the "relocation" policies of the government's War Relocation Authority. Under Dillon S. Myer, who served as agency director for all but
the earliest days of the World War II, "relocation" was designed to stamp out
cultural differences and to scatter the Japanese American population so widely
that it could never again coalesce into communities. Myer, like many other
policymakers, saw this as the solution to the problem ofEuroamerican racism:
with their cultural differences muted and lacking the means to sustain those
differences, these racial minorities would no longer incite negative reactions
from the mainstream. Left untouched, of course, were the fundamental injustices of racial discrimination and the physical differences that were invested
with such tragic meaning. Myer later headed the Bureau of Indian Affairs,
where his policy of "termination" again sought to destroy cultural selves
through bureaucratic action, with even more disastrous res~lts.
By urging cooperation with Myer's policies, the Council was an accomplice to a racist program, but as Okihiro points out, the Council's goal was
to encourage and enable Japanese Americans to achieve their educational
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objectives. The Council also recognized them as individuals, unlike the categorical denial of Japanese American identity and culture that Myer's agency
demanded as the price of release. Indeed, among the criteria for students to be
aided by the Council were qualities such as leadership and, significantly, their
contributions to the greater Japanese American community. Thus, while the
government set the overall parameters of the situation, Japanese Americans
and their allies were able to achieve some measure of dignity and freedom
through the work of the Council. The reams of personal letters that Okihiro
accessed, and the oral histories he collected make clear that the Council program was neither a paternalistic nor maternalistic benevolence but instead a
cooperative effort that enriched the lives of both European and Japanese
Americans and fulfilled the promise of the Constitution and the Declaration
ofIndependence. He states, "Surely that is the central lesson of the Nisei student experience - the soul-searching challenge and responsibility ofliving in
a democracy" (p. 135). The work ofthe Council was one ofthe few democratic
bright spots in this tragic American episode.
John Tateishi's recently reissued And justice For All An Oral History of
the japanese American Detention Camps offers a broad range of oral histories that deal with many other dimensions of this history. The stories of Nisei
in this work range from the experiences of Supreme Court plaintiffMinoru
Yasui, whose father was interned in Santa Fe until 1946, to those of Theresa
Takayoshi, who chose to enter incarceration when she was told that, although she could remain free, her husband and sons would be incarcerated.
Also included in the collection are narratives of Kibei, U.S,-born Japanese
Americans who were educated in Japan, as well as three from the Isse'i or
immigrant generation.
The firsthand experiences of these men and women give insight into the
human costthatdiscrimination has exacted in the U.S. West and provide some
understanding ofwhat it means to be defined absolutely by one's race and culture. Tateishi's subjects responded in a variety of ways to incarceration. Their
narratives demonstrate that, contrary to popular belief, Japanese Americans
were not uniformly free of anger and all did not meekly acquiesce to their
captivity. Like other peoples of color, they possess a full measure of humanity
,with all the capacity for rage and lack of forbearance that it entails, To quote
army veteran Shig Doi, "After everything we went through ~the evacuation,
the war-sure you're bitter. Somewhere in this corner I have a scar that will
never be gone" (pp. 166-167)' Such testimonies, particularly now that this
generation is rapidly passing, are a critical antidote to the overall construct of
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World War II as the "good war." Even more crucially, Okihiro and Tateishi
demonstrate that a true and full understanding of the meaning of freedom
and democracy must include the voices of those to whom it has been denied.
Thomas Y. Fujita Rony
California State University

Until the Last Tmmpet Sounds: The Lite ofGenera! ofthe Annies fohn!
Pershing. By Gene Smith. (New York: John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 1998. xi + 369
pp. Illustrations, notes, bibliography, index. $16.95 paper, ISBN 0-4713-5064-8.)
Gene Smith has published extensively on both biographical (American
Gothic, 1992) and military (The Dark Summer, 1987) themes. In his latest
work he combines the two genres, offering a biography of one of the most
famous figures in U.S. military history, General John J. Pershing.
Pershing's first military experience was pursuing Apaches in the Southwest
in the 1880s. After an assignment as instructor in tactics at West Point, he
served with the Tenth Cavalry in Cuba during the Spanish-American War.
Pershing distinguished himself in the fighting, earning promotion to the temporary rank of major.
As the United States entered its imperial phase, he was posted to the
Philippines to deal with the rebellious Moros. After marrying the daughter
of U.S. Senator Francis E. Warren, Pershing served as a military attache to
Japan. In 1906, Pershing made the incredible leap in rank from captain to
brigadier general, bypassing hundreds .of more senior officers. The promotion caused a major scandal. Critics claimed the elevation in rank was the
result of influence exercised by the powerful Senator Warren, who was chairman of the Senate Military Affairs Committee. Pershing spent most of the
period to 1913 in the Philippines, serving first as army commander at Manila
and later as military governor on the island of Mindanao. Upon returning to
the United States, Pershing was at first commander of the Presidio at San
Francisco but was then transferred to Fort Bliss outside El Paso, as the military situation on the border deteriorated during the Mexican Revolution.
Pershing left his family temporarily at the Presidio. During his absence, his
wife and three of his four children died in a fire.
The author then covers Pershing's frustrating pursuit of Pancho Villa in
Mexico and his rapid transition from commander of the Punitive Expedition
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to commander of the American Expeditionary Force (AEF) in World War
I. The author emphasizes the freedom of action Pershing enjoyed as head of
the AEF in his relations with U.S. officials, and the unrelenting criticism from
Allied officials for his inaction. The Armistice of November 1918 marked the
end of Pershing's career as a fighting soldier and his conversion into a sort of
. ambulatory national monument embodied in his appointment as a six-star
general. The author chronicles Pershing's problems in raising his only surviving child, Warren, and brings the family history forward to the war in Vietnam, where Pershing's grandson was killed.
Those who are interested in the military aspects of Pershing's careerespecially as an example of the evolution of the U.S. Army over more than
half a century-are likely to be disappointed in this work. Smith devotes only
six pages to the Spanish-American War and some eight pages to the Punitive
Expedition. There is little attention to how Pershing's experiences with the
Punitive Expedition and the American Expeditionary Force influenced his
policies and actions as General of the Armies after World War I. The author,
however, does provide an excellent portrait of Pershing the man through a
series of descriptions and anecdotes.
Don M. Coerver
Texas Christian University

Doniphan's Epic March: The First Missouri Volunteers in the Mexican War.
By Joseph G. Dawson III. (Lawrence: University Press of Kansas, 1999. xii +
325 pp. Illustrations, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $35.00 cloth,

ISBN

0-

7006-0956-3')
Alexander W. Doniphan (1808-1887), a military hero of the Mexican-Am-.
erican War (1846-1848), has become a popular figure since the 150th anniversary of that conflict. Unlike many other notable officers of that war who
later achieved high political office or enhanced their military reputation during the Civil War, Doniphan did not pursue either route. Consequently, his
fame faded from public view and his extraordinary achievements were
quickly forgotten. This neglect has finally been corrected.
Roger D. Launius provided a fine biography, Alexander William Doniphan: Portrait ofa Missouri Moderate (1997), which is especially strong on
Doniphan's legal career in Missouri and provides insight into his private as
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well as public life. That volume includes a competent summary of Doniphan's command of the First Missouri Volunteers, their march over the
Santa Fe Trail to New Mexico with Brig. Gen. Stephen W. Kearny's Army
of the West, and the capture of Chihuahua City after decisive battles at EI
Brazito and Sacramento. The present volume focuses entirely on the war
years, restoring Doniphan and his volunteers to their proper place in history.
Doniphan, called the "American Xenophon" after the war, was a significant figure in U.S. expansionism, Manifest Destiny, and nationalism. The
long marches of his regiment through harsh lands and the successful battles
they fought were of heroic stature. Doniphan proved to be an exceptional
commander, although he was a citizen-soldier without regular-army experience. However, he had served many years in the state militia prior to the
Mexican-American War, commanded troops successfully during conflicts
with the Mormons in Missouri, and learned what he could from officers of the
regular army. He exhibited natural talents ofleadership and tactics. Dawson
is at his best in telling the military story and explaining preparation for and
details of battles. Throughout the narrative, he utilizes an impressive array
of primary sources. The severe conditions and hardships under which the
Missouri volunteers served are thoroughly delineated as well.
As a renowned lawyer, Doniphan was chosen by Kearny to prepare the
legal code-what became known as the Kearny Code-for the captured territory of New Mexico. He and portions of his regiment were also sent to
check the raids of the Apaches and Navajos, an impossible task at the time.
Soon after invading Chihuahua, as the regiment's one year of service was
winding down, the volunteers marched to the Gulf Coast and took steamboats to New Orleans and on home to Missouri. The regiment accomplished
one of the longest military marches in history and contributed to the defeat
of Mexico and acquisition of the American Southwest. I highly recommend
this book. It reclaims Doniphan's military reputation and provides insight
into the significance of the war with Mexico, a conflict that too often is neglected in the history of the United states.
Leo E. Oliva

Santa Fe Trail Association

A Blues Lite. By Henry Townsend as told to Bill Greensmith. (Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1999. xiv + 145 pp. Photographs, notes, bibliography,
index. $24.95 cloth, ISBN 0-252-02526-1.)
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St. Louis's geographic position as "the gateway to the West" shaped its
history as the first important ragtime center; likewise, its position as a Mississippi River port made the city, along with Memphis and New Orleans, an
early focal point of urban blues. This aspect of the city's musical legacy has
received far less attention by researchers, and a solid history of the St. Louis
blues has yetto be written. Since the blues in its authentic form is an ephemeral music, personal memoirs like the present volume are essential to tracing that history. A Blues Lite is the story of Henry Townsend, a guitarist and
pianist active in St. Louis during the 193os, its heyday as a blues center. The
product of some thirty hours of interviews, Townsend's rambling narrative is
printed in unedited form. This "raw" text is complemented by an extensive
set ofendnotes generously filled with explanatory and corrective information.
There is a complete discography ofTownsend's prolific recorded output (including unissued early items) from 1929 to 1997, a selective bibliography, and
a generous twenty-page photo section of significant locales and musicians.
As an oral history this book is a rather slender document. Townsend's account is presented chronologically, but the "raw" form, with frequent redundancies and digressions intact, lacks narrative cohesion. The result is a
sketchier picture than one might have hoped for. What we do learn, however, is interesting enough: that, among the scores of blues musicians who
left their mark in St. Louis, the key figures were guitarist Lonnie Johnson and
pianists Walter Davis and Roosevelt Sykes; that the primary black theater in
St. Louis, the BookerT Washington, regularly bypassed local blues artists in
favor of visiting stars like Ma Rainey and Bessie Smith; and that middle-class
blacks accepted jazz but considered the raw "gut bucket style blues" cultivated in St. Louis to be far over the class line. In some places Townsend's
account reveals the darker underside ofSt. Louis-segregation and racism,
police harassment, and the sex and violence of honky-tonk speakeasies-the
subtext of blues culture and the stuff of its song lyrics. Despite slightness of
the Townsend narrative, it is a welcome addition to the blues literature.
John Joyce
Tulane University

The Struggle (or Water: Politics, Rationality, and Identity in tile American
Southwest. By Wendy Nelson Espeland. (Chicago: University of Chicago
Press, 1998. xvi + 281 pp. Line drawings, map, bibliography, index. $47.00
cloth, ISBN 0-226-21793-0, $19.00 paper, ISBN 0-226-21794-9.)
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The all-too-familiar tale of western water is one in which an iron triangle
of state water officials, powerful federal agency heads, and autocratic members of Congress bring dams and new projects to the appreciative boosters of
parched western states, with prosperity and growth following the water as
surely as power will accrue to all of the players. Professor Espeland tells a
different story, one that is becoming far more illustrative of modern water
management. In this telling a federal agency explores alternatives to find less
environmentally destructive solutions, local citizens make themselves heard,
and the dam is defeated, even after thirty years on the drawing board.
This transformation in water management is by no means complete, but
the direction of change is unlikely to be reversed. At one level, it could be
argued that it is the absence of suitable dam sites that has forced new approaches. More convincingly, credit rests with the national recognition of
the social and environmental costs of dam construction. Now, after a revolution in administrative law, our laws ensure opportunities for participation
in decisions by affected communities. While the iron triangle had no point
for citizen activism, environmental laws were written with citizens in mind,
and activists have vindicated these rights before the agencies that were traditionally dedicated to water development. Citizens may protest relocation
and the loss of recreational streams, or resist the loss of any additional lands.
The environmental costs of the era of dam building are found in the devastating loss of native fishes from the arid West. Other factors that have
changed in our recent history are highlighted in this perceptive book drawing on the discipline ofsociology to understand how a decision that appeared
to be foreordained was reversed.
The case described here concerns a relatively small dam, the Orme Dam,
proposed as part of the very large Central Arizona Project. The dam would
have been constructed on the Fort McDowell Indian Reservation, outside
Phoenix. It was opposed by the Yavapai Indians along with environmentalists from Phoenix. The dam, the brainchild of the Bureau of Reclamation,
had the deep and ultimately very personal support of what is dubbed the
Bureau's "Old Guard." The Old Guard was monolithic, comprised of idealistic engineers, and committed to dam construction as the best and clearly
most logical solution to any water problem. At the time of the author's experience, the Bureau witnessed the arrival of the "New Guard," employees
drawn from multiple disciplines, who were empowered by the National Environmental Policy Act to take the government into new lines of exploration.
Finally, the Orme Dam had achieved a certain degree of national notoriety
due to President Jimmy Carter's "hit list" of western water projects.
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Espeland's objective in writing this book extends beyond telling an important and revealing story. She also seeks to explore the meaning and role of a
particular type of rationality in decisions, the desire to make all values commensurable. She demonstrates that commensurability was a powerful tool in
the hands of the New Guard, because it was able to prove that the Old
Guard's preferred solution was not the only way to satisfy the objectives of the
project. At the same time, the Yavapais were deeply uncomfortable with
commensurability, because valuation, even using sympathetic techniques,
did not express the tribe's view on losing land for a dam site,
In a recent endeavor, I announced a search for "case studies" of western
water. Long after we had selected the basins for study, people would tell me,
"Our region's struggle would make a great case study," because of the colorful players and grand themes each contained. The literature, both popular
and academic, is replete with these tales. Espeland joins the ranks with a
story that helps us think about the people who stand behind policy shifts and
how the world looks to them. The portrait of the Old Guard was particularly
compelling; its attachment to a dam, rather than a' mere equivalent, is repeated over and over around the globe. A Bureau of Reclamation employee
told me of an attempt to persuade the Chinese engineers who were responsible for the partially completed Three Gorges Dam that equivalent benefits
could be achieved at far less human and environmental costs. The explanations fell on deaf ears: the Chinese want to replicate our great construction
successes.
The political setting of water is well laid out with a strong case that water
projects had a role in Congress and in local politics that far exceeded their
apparent meaning. Espeland had the challenge of writing this book at the
time the targeted agency was fairly well through the transition that was just
beginning around the time of the Orme Dam controversy. This leads to some
confusion in the text, and a somewhat dated picture of the Bureau and the
Corps of Engineers. The difference that national leadership makes within
agencies is another thread that could be followed in this case study. After all,
the Bureau has now had eight years of Bruce Babbitt's leadership, in which
the search for dams on which he can use his golden sledgehammer has led
to a very different set of stated values among the agency's political employees. Will this willingness to respect nature last into another administration?
Is there a pent-up Congressional desire for traditional dam projects that
might find expression under another secretary? A comparative study of the
Bureau of Reclamation and the Corps of Engineers would also be fruitful;
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the Corps spends more money than the Bureau does in the West, contrary
to the perception of most westerners. Yet, the Corps has experienced none
of the public turmoil that has surrounded the Bureau, although the Corps'
budget has also grown much "greener." The population growth. of the West
also leads to new questions that scholars might address. Irrigators, the historic
beneficiaries of reclamation projects, have not changed their posture of unrelenting advocacy for federal water benefits, but the advantages of marketing
over farming surely will begin to modify the political demands of this powerfullobby. Will water marketing, the ultimate imposition of a single commensurable scale on the value of water, allow for the easy transition to
a rationalized West? It would be safe to say that no one who knows western
water would argue in the affirmative to that question, but Espeland would be
well suited to examine it.
Espeland has not written a book that necessarily would appeal to a casual
reader; a rigorous theoretical argument runs throughout the text, accompanied by a fair share of academic language. This should not deter those who
are fascinated by the role of water in the western United States from reading
this book because the questions that are addressed transcend any single discipline's concern.
Denise Fort
University of New Mexico School of Law

A Colorado River Reader. Edited by Richard F. Fleck. (Salt Lake City: University of Utah Press, 2000. xv + 190 pp. Illustrations, map. $17.95 paper, ISBN
0-87480-647- x.)
Editor Richard Fleck has deftly selected prose ranging from the mythic to
the scientific in A Colorado River Reader. The design of this slender volume
is multidimensional. The collection is arranged chronologically according
to the original publication date of each chapter; it represents the variety of
roles of those engaged on the Colorado River and its tributaries from purposeful surveyors to recreational river runners to naturalists. The book begins
with a cosmological tone poem from Paiute legend and a diaristic entry by
Silvestre Velez de Escalante. Fleck has chosen poignant reflections by Frank
Waters on the river's delta and Ellen Meloy on the habitats of the otter and.
beaver; careful reflections on the dynamics of the river water by John C. Van
Dyke; and a crusty speculation by Edward Abbey about the link between
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Henry David Thoreau's unyielding insistence upon human responsibility in
nature as reflected in human presence within the Grand Canyon. Yes, John
Wesley Powell's words speak to the reader as well.
Reading this collection, one is struck by how the nature of the engagement of each author with the river conditions the texture ofthe observations.
Escalante is concerned with the physical challenges offinding a ford by which
to cross the river and, therefore, with the nature of slope and geological circumstance. His view is vertical and generally down from the rim. Frank Waters embarks on a steamer plying the delta as the river blends into the Sea of
Cortez. His views of the social and natural surroundings are horizontal from
the deck and wheelhouse. The river runners, from nineteenth-century explorer Powell to contemporary outfitter Georgie White Clark to river swimmer Bill Beer, are all engaged with the element of the river water and the
navigation for its conquest. With all of the river's silken somnolence and
thrashing turbiditY, you can feel the muddy water on your face and the grit
in your food. The collection ends magically with Linda Hogan's elegy to the
datura plant and its place in the lives of the nearby desert people and ecosystem, "shining with light and green intelligence" (p. 186).
The anthology, by turns analytical and lyrical, will interest both those with
intense personal experience of the river and those with an appreciation ofthe
intrinsic interrelatedness of natural phenomena. Projected to a general audi"ence, the collection is also most fitting for college courses twining literature
and environmental studies.
David S. Henkel Jr.
Community 6 Regional Planning Program
University of New Mexico

The EssentialAldo Leopold· Quotations and Commentaries. Edited by Curt
D. Meine and Richard L. Knight. (Madison: University of Wisconsin Press,
1999. xxii + 362 pp. 21 halftones, notes, contributor biographies. $27.95 cloth,
ISBN

0-299-16550-7.)

For conservationists familiar with Aldo Leopold's Sand CountyAlmanac,
the need for a book that critically interprets each of the author's major areas
of interest might seem unnecessary. Why not read instead the classic of environmentalliterature that integrated Leopold's philosophy on subjects as
"diverse as soil conservation and wilderness aesthetics in his own eloquent
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words? However, this book is of interest to academics and conservationists because of its unique organization. Twenty-one authors, from Terry Tempest
Williams to Gary Paul Nabhan, have written short essays on as many themes
in his writings. For example, Williams writes on "Wilderness: A Place ofHumility" and Nabhan on "Arts and Sciences: Between Imagination and Observation." Each essay is followed by twenty or thirty short quotations from
Leopold's publications arranged in chronological order of their appearance
in print.
Leopold thought and wrote holistically, while this book compartmentalizes his work. The approach used effectively here, combining chronology
and theme, allows the reader to reflect on the evolution of Leopold's thinking over his career from 1909, when he arrived in New Mexico as a forester
fresh from Yale, to his death in 1948, when he had become the most respected wildlife ecologist in the nation. For example, the chapter on soil and
water conservation documents the way his careful observation of degraded
landscapes in New Mexico and Arizona led to an ecological interpretation
of watershed health. He concluded, after a decade of observing fire scars and
an increasingly sparse grass cover, that lightning-caused fires had not occurred for at least 40 years. Grass was in such poor condition that it was
unable to compete against brushy species like juniper. The result was more
trees, less grass, and severe gully erosion under the trees. His employer, the
U.S. Forest Service, was reluctant to accept his conclusion that natural fire
and reduced grazing were needed to restore grass and control erosion. The
ecological implications of "thinking like a mountain" were slow to win acceptance. Recommendations to allow wildfires to burn, while at the same
time reducing livestock impact on a degraded rangeland, were not what a
public agency dependent on grazing fees in the 1920S wanted to hear.
Environmental history was a major interest of Leopold's, and his sense of
place included interpretations of how landscapes changed over time both by
natural force and by human presence. In the chapter titled "Leopold and the
Changing Landscape of History," Donald Worster explores the ways Leopold
interpreted thousands of years of human interaction with nature. Leopold
realized the difficulties involved in separating human from climatic influences
in such complex processes as gully erosion and the loss of biodiversity. He was
equally comfortable writing about geological and human time scales, always
looking for ways to interpret historically human interaction with the earth. In
1923 he wrote about five cultures that flourished in New Mexico, stating that
"our four predecessors left the earth alive, undamaged. Is it possibly a proper
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question for us to consider what the sixth shall say about us?" (p. 241). Shortly
before his death in 1948, his view was larger and more interactive: "Many
historical events, hitherto explained solely in terms of human enterprise,
were actually biotic interactions between people and land" (pp. 253-54).
Leopold's land ethic is even more relevant today than when it was written
in the 1940S, and the final chapter in the book attempts to explain the philosophical basis of the conclusion to A Sand County Almanac with Sketches
Here and There (1949). The land ethic proposes that environmental decisions
be based on whether the outcome would "tend to preserve the integrity, stability, and beauty of the biotic community" (p. 313). These words continue
to be one of the most useful guidelines available to land use planners and
decision makers. This book makes reading and researching Leopold's life
and writings that much more pleasurable.
William Fleming

University of New Mexico

Sunrise to Paradise: The Storyo(Mount RainierNationalPark. By Ruth Kirk.
(Seattle: University of Washington Press, 1999. xi + 140 pp. 80 illustrations,
200 color illustrations, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $4°.00 cloth, ISBN

0-295-9777°-1, $22.50 paper,

ISBN

0-295-97771-X.)

This beautifully written and produced volume, the companion to an exhibit at the Washington State History Museum in Tacoma, provides a general introduction to the history of Mount Rainier National Park. Ruth Kirk
calls the volume "a something-for-everybody book," the purpose of which is
"to sample the many splendors and stories of the Mountain" (p. ix). Kirk has
extensive personal experience with Rainier as a writer, naturalist, climber,
and National Park Service spouse, and she is able to convey to the reader a
sense of this intimacy.
Kirk tells the story in three parts. "The Mountain" recounts the natural
history of Rainier, with emphasis on its geology. "The Park" describes the
founding and early history of Mount Rainier National Park. "The People" is
about the many Native Americans, settlers, guides, rangers, Civilian Conservation Corps boys, ski troops, climbers, and others who have given the peak
and the park a rich cultural history. One ofthe best features of the book is the
sidebar commentaries that capture the observations, thoughts, and emotions
of those with close ties to the mountain. Here are the voices of artists, poets,
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campers, climbers, environmentalists, fire lookouts, skiers, rangers, and scientists; here, even, are the words of a rabbi whose view of Mount Rainier from
Tacoma reaffirms his faith in God. Numerous illustrations, both contemporary
and historic, augment these many stories and Kirk's lively prose. This is not a
scholarly work. The reader will find no grand thesis or endnotes. If a scholarly
tome is what you are looking for, you should consult works by Theodore Catton, Arthur Martinson, and a host of other historians and writers.
But this is no superficial book. Kirk is a fine writer with a sharp eye for telling anecdotes and revealing quotations and in general her history is accurate.
She indeed succeeds in writing a book that samples the natural and cultural
history of Rainier. This book is recommended for anyone interested in
Mount Rainier or other national parks, especially anyone who wants to know
more about the geologic history and the many human stories that surround
the mighty peak.
Mark Fiege
Colorado State University

Lite Under a Cloud' American AnxieryAbout the Atom. By Allan M. Winkler.

(1993; reprint, Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1999. x + 290 pp. Notes,
bibliography, index. $16,95 paper, ISBN 0-252-06773-8.)
Since the dawn ofthe Atomic Age, the Bulletin oftheAtomic Scientists has
maintained a doomsday clock with the minute hand approaching midnight
representing how close we are to a nuclear Armageddon. In Lite Under a
Cloud, Allan Winkler discusses the nuclear threat and charts the growth of
nuclear enterprises over the last fifty years. Winkler follows the U.S. government's public relations efforts to convince its citizens that nuclear weapons are not doomsday devices but just bigger bombs. He also describes the
antinuclear movements and how after marginal successes this activism has
disappeared. The strongest dimension of Lite Under a Cloudis the depiction
of the interaction of the various groups such as atomic scientists, federal
bureaucrats, grassroots activists, and media commentators who have been
involved in the debate over the consequences of unleashing the binding
energy of the atom. The author also discusses how the atomic bomb has
impacted everything from international politics to popular culture.
Also interesting is Winkler's account of civil defense in the 1950S. To
insure that the American public supported the nuclear arms race, the Atomic

JAN UARY 200 I

BOOK REVIEWS ~

113

Energy Commission (AEC) embarked on an aggressive public relations
campaign to convince citizens that they could survive a nuclear attack.
Through "duck and cover" drills, bomb shelters, and alternatively, visions of
an atomic utopia, the AEC deflected popular anxiety over fallout and nuclear
holocau'st. The campaign ultimately failed, and by the early 1960s the nuclear powers signed an atmospheric test ban in response to the growing
health worries about radioactivity.
Despite his skillful weaving of the diverse reactions to the new Atomic
Age, Winkler neglects one of the founding principles of nuclear affairs - the
creation of the AEC. In 1946, Congress gave the AEC the power to regulate
as well as promote all aspects of atomic energy. This dual role ran contrary
to a fundamental principle of the Constitution, checks and balances between branches of government. Winkler fails to explore how, without effective oversight, the AEC often chose the aggressive development of atomic energy at the expense of careful regulation of the toxic dangers. With the
half-life of plutonium lasting approximately twenty thousand years, the
legacy of our nuclear sites could impact hundreds of future generations.
Life Under a Cloud is a recent reissue of the 1993 edition. With the end
of the Cold War, much has changed in world nuclear affairs. Winkler could
have updated the nuclear mood a bit better. Even though the possibility of
a nuclear exchange between the United States and Russia has decreased,
nuclear proliferation continues, and the niinutes before midnight on the
doomsday clock still hover ominously close to the final tolling for humanity.
Jon Hunner
New Mexico State University

Treasure from the Painted Hills: A History ofCalieo, California, 1882-19°7By Douglas W. Steeples, foreword by David O. Whitten. (Westport, Conn.:
Greenwood Press, 1999. xxi + 142 pp. Illustrations, maps, tables, appendix,
notes, bibliography, index. $49.95 cloth, ISBN 0-313-3°836-5.)
Treasure from the PaintedHills takes several different perspectives on the
multifaceted mining town-cum-tourist attraction of Calico, California. Each
of the six chapters is virtually self-contained: the geology, the silver boom,
borax development, the city newspaper during the silver era, life in the
mining camp, and the tourist remake of the town. Although the author and
series advisor are both editors of Business Library Review and this book is
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allegedly part of the Contributions in Economics and Economic History,
only parts of it fit the model of that series. Specifically, the chapter on the silver boom includes statistics on silver prices and production in the context of
the transatlantic monetary disturbances of the late 1800s. The chapter on
borax contains even more details of these disturbances in a larger international framework. However, the chapters concerning the Calico Print newspaper and life in the mining camp are almost pure social history, with the
exception of a couple of tables showing "Expenditures for the School District, 1882-1898" (p. 85), and "Commodity Prices in Calico" for a single day
in 1892 which give these latter chapters something of an economic flavor (p.
91). As a whole, and explicitly stated in the last chapter, the book argues for
a realistic memory of Calico based as much (or more) on its borax preeminence as on its silver days now hallowed in current tourist promotions. However, the economics of the town's current incarnation and thus the feasibility of Steeples's suggestion are never explored.
On the other hand, despite the unevenness of its presentation, the book
is uniformly well-researched. Fortunately for the reader, it has clearly been
in the making since the 1950S, when the author began interviewing or corresponding with survivors of Calico's heyday in the late 1800s. As a result,
several irreplaceable anecdotes have been rescued and a handful of important documents unearthed, including the general-store ledger indicating
commodity prices mentioned above.
Herein lies the real value of this work: it clarifies the historical significance
of a western mining town in the region and, to some extent, in the larger
world. Given the sources carefully amassed by Steeples over several decades,
no one else could possibly have written this book, and certainly very few
others have paid any attention to Calico. Consequently, Treasure from the
PaintedHills fills a hole of some importance in western mining history.
Nancy J. Taniguchi
California State University, Stanislaus

Book Notes

The Age ofthe Bachelor: Creating an American Subculture. By Howard P.
Chudacoff. (Princeton, N.].: Princeton University Press, 1999. x + 341 pp.
Illustrations, 24 halftone photographs, tables, appendix, notes, index. $49· 50
cloth, ISBN 0-691-02796-x, $18.95 paper, ISBN 0-691-°7°55-5.)
Americans View Their Dust Bowl Experience. Edited by John R. Wunder,
Frances W. Kaye, and Vernon Carstensen. (Niwot: University Press of Colorado, 1999.320 pp. Photographs, line drawings, 13 maps, bibliography, index.
$34-95 cloth, ISBN 0-87°81-5°7-5.)

American Voudou: Joumey into a Hidden World. By Rod Davis. (Denton:
University of North Texas Press, 1998. xvii + 392 pp ..40 black and white
photographs, appendixes, bibliography, index. $32.5° cloth, ISBN 1-57441-°490, $19.95 paper,IsBN 1-57441-081-4-)
The Battle ofGlorieta: Union Victory in the West. By Don E. Alberts, with a
foreword by Donald S. Frazier. (College Station: Texas A&M University
Press, 1998. xvi + 226 pp. 15 black and white photographs, line drawings, maps,
appendix, notes, bibliography, index. $29.95 cloth, ISBN 0-89096-825-X, $16.95
paper, ISBN 1-58544-100-7.)
Built in Texas. Edited by Francis Edward Abernethy. (1979; reprint, Denton:
.University of North Texas Press, 2000. xi + 291 pp. 276 black and white photographs, 14 line drawings, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $29.95 paper,
ISBN 1-57441-o92-X.)
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Eating Landscape: Aztec and European Occupation ofT/alocan. By Philip
P. Arnold. (Niwot: University Press of Colorado, 1999. xvii + 287 pp. Illustrations, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $45.00 cloth, ISBN 0-87081-518-0.)
From Everglade to Canyon with the Second United States Cavalry: An Authentic Account ofService in Flonda, Mexico, Virginia, andthe Indian Country, 1836-1875. By Theophilus F. Rodenbaugh. (1875; reprint, with a foreword by Edward G. Longacre, Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 2000.
561 pp. Illustrations, map, appendix, notes, index. $19.95 paper, ISBN 0-8061-

3228 -0.)
Legends ofOur Times: Native Cowboy Life. By Morgan Baillargeon and Leslie Tepper. (Seattle: University of Washington Press, 1998. x + 254 pp. 80
color photographs, 80 black and white photographs, maps, bibliography,
index. $38.95 cloth,

ISBN

0-295-97728-0, $24.95 paper,

ISBN

0-295-97729-9.)

Long Day's Journey: The Steamboat and Stagecoach Era in the Northern
West. By Carlos Arnaldo Schwantes. (Seattle: University of Washington
Press, 1999. 408 pp. 40 color illustrations, 84 black and white illustrations, 131
duotone photographs, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $60.00 cloth, ISBN 0-

295-97 691-8.)
Material Meanings: Critical Approaches to the Interpretation ofMaterial
Culture. Edited by Elizabeth S. Chilton. (Salt Lake City: University of Utah
Press, 1999. ix + 179 pp. Illustrations, maps, charts, tables, bibliography, index. $55.00 cloth,

ISBN

0-87480-607-0, $25.00 paper,

ISBN

0-87480-608-9')

Measuring the Flow ofTime: The Works of/ames A. Ford, 1935-1941. Edited
and with an introduction by Michael J. O'Brien and R. Lee Lyman, foreword
by Gordon R. Willey. (Tuscaloosa: University of Alabama Press, 1999. xx +

582 pp. Illustrations, photographs, maps, charts, tables, notes, bibliography,
index. $39.95 paper, ISBN 0-8173-0991-8.)
Mothers and the Mexican Antinuclear Power Movement: Society, Emironment, and Place. By Velma Garcfa-Gorena. (Tucson: University of Arizona
Press, 1999. xii + 187 pp. Appendixes, notes, bibliography, index. $45.00
cloth,

ISBN

0-8165-1874-2, $19.95 paper,

ISBN

0-8165-1875-0.)

The Northwest Florida Expeditions ofClarence Bloomfield Moore. Edited
and with an introduction by David S. Brose and Nancy Marie White.
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(Tuscaloosa: University of Alabama Press, 1999. ix + 525 pp. 100 black and
white illustrations, photographs, maps, tables, notes, bibliography, index.

$49.95 paper,

ISBN

0-8173-°992-6.)

Out ofthe Mouths ofSlaves: African American Language and Educational
Malpractice. By John Baugh. (Austin: University of Texas Press, 1999. xviii
+ 190 pp. Charts, tables, notes, bibliography, index. $25.00 cloth, ISBN 0-292-

7°872-6, $12·95 paper,

ISBN

0-292-7°873-4.)

A People Who Would Not Kneel Panama, the United States, and the San
Bias Kuna. By James Howe. (Washington, D.C.: Smithsonian Institution
Press, 1998. x + 390 pp. Illustrations, photographs, maps, notes, bibliography,
index. $19.95 paper, ISBN 1-56°98-865-7.)
The Power ofthe Written Tradition. By Jack Goody. (Washington, D.C.:
Smithsonian Institution Press, 2000. viii + 192 pp. Notes, bibliography, index.

$45.00 cloth,

ISBN

1-56°98-987-4, $18,95 paper,

ISBN

1-56°98-962-9.)

Real Lift: in Castro's Cuba. By Catherine Moses. (Wilmington, Del.: SR
Books, 1999. xi + 184 pp. Notes, index. $55.00 cloth, ISBN 0-8420-2836-6,
$18,95 paper, ISBN 0-8420-2837-4.)
Resort City in the Sunbelt: Las Vegas, 1930-2000. By Eugene P. Moehring.
(1989; reprint, Reno: University of Nevada Press, 2000. xii + 359 pp. Photographs, maps, appendix, notes, bibliography, index. $19.95 paper, ISBN 087417-35 6-6.)
River ofSouls: A Novel ofthe American Myth. By Ivon B. Blum. (Santa Fe,
N. Mex.: Sunstone Press, 1999. 317 pp. $28'95 cloth,

ISBN

0-86534-281-4.)

A Sense ofthe American West: An Anthology ofEnvironmental History. Edited by James Earl Sherow. (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press,

1998. x + 308 pp. Tables, notes, index. $60.00 cloth, ISBN 0-8263-1913-0, $19'95
paper, ISBN 0-8263-1914-9.)
Settlement Pattern Studies in the Americas: Fifty Years since Vini. Edited by
Brian R. Billman and Gary M. Feinman. (Washington, D.C.: Smithsonian
Institution Press, 1999. xviii + 246 pp. Illustrations, photographs, maps,
tables, graphs, bibliography, index. $65.00 cloth,

ISBN

1-56°98-826-6.)

Silencing the Opposition: AntinuclearMovements andthe Media in the Cold
War. By Andrew Rojecki. (Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1999. ix + 195
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pp. Tables, graphs, notes, bibliography, index. $37.50 cloth, ISBN 0-252-02510-

5, $16·95 paper, ISBN 0-252-06824-6.)
Ten Texas Feuds. By C. L. Sonnichsen, with a foreword by Dale L. Walker.
(1957; Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 2000. xii +.248 pp.
Notes, bibliography, index. $16,95 paper, ISBN 0-8263-2299-9.)
Translating Native Latin American VerbalArt: Ethnopoetics and Ethnography ofSpeaking. Edited by Kay Sammons and Joel Sherzer. (Washington,
D.C.: Smithsonian Institution Press, 2000. xx + 309 pp. Photographs, maps,
bibliography, index. $55.00 cloth, ISBN 1-56098-937-8.)

The U.S.-Mexican Border in the Twentieth Century. By David E. Lorey.
(Wilmington, Del.: SR Books, 1999. x + 195 pp. Photographs, maps, tables,
notes, bibliography, index. $55.00 cloth, ISBN 0-8420-2755-6, $17.95 paper,
ISBN 0-8420-2756-+)
Voices ofWounded Knee. By William S. E. Coleman. (Lincoln: University
of Nebraska Press, 2000. xxiii + 434 pp. Photographs, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $35.00 cloth, ISBN 0-8032-1506-1.)
Western Futures: Perspectives on the Humanities at the Millennium. Edited
by Stephen Tchudi, Susanne Bentley, and Brad Lucas. A Halcyon Imprint
(Reno: University of Nevada Press, 2000. vii + 274 pp. Illustrations, photographs, tables, notes, bibliography. $14.95 paper, ISBN 1-890591-041.)

News Notes

People
About 30 supporters of Fort Stanton, N. Mex., greeted Silver City senator Jeff
Bingaman (D) on 6 August 2000 at a brief stop at the historic 1855 fort near
Ruidoso. Bingaman met with supporters of a plan to convert the buildings
into a living museum. During the stop he promised to look seriously at what
can be done to preserve the fort. He also toured areas burned by the May
2000 Cree Fire. During a later meeting at the Lincoln National Forest Service district office Bingaman talked about the status of legislation he hopes
will provide funding for small joint projects between the U.S. Forest Service
and private or community organizations to thin and clear foliage in urbani
wild land interface areas.
Douglas McChristian was awarded an honorable mention for the 2000
Harold 1. Peterson Award for his article, "Plainsman or Snowman? George
A. Custer's Buckskins," published in the Spring 2000 issue of Military Collector and Historian (vol. 52). The article was submitted by David M.
Sullivan, administrator/editor of the journal. A native of LaCrosse, Kansas,
McChristian is currently a NPS historian with the Santa Fe Support Office.
Events
The Colorado Historical Society's 2000-2001 lecture series, "Selling the
West," opened on 19 September. Speakers and lecturers include Elliot West,
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"Selling the Dream: Advertising and the American West" (January 16); Paul
Fees, "Why Buffalo Bill?" (20 February); Donald Worster, "Down the Great
Unknown: John Wesley Powell and the Colorado River" (20 March); Carlos
Schwantes, "Before the Rails: 'Selling the West' in the Steamboat and Stagecoach Eras" (17 April); and JoAnn Levy, "They Saw the Elephant: Women
in the California Gold Rush" (15 May). For ticket and location information,
call (303) 866-4686. Those interested in CHS membership should write to
the Colorado Historical Society, Membership Department, 1300 Broadway,
Denver, CO, 80203.
The Indigenous Language Institute (formerly IPOLA) Third Annual Native
Youth Language Fair, Poster Contest, and Powwow will be held on 7 April
200l at Santa Fe Indian School, New Mexico. Entries include posters, poetry, songs, stories, dance, and drama in native languages created by youths
from preschool through age 19. For entry forms and information, contact the
Indigenous Language Institute at (505) 820-°311 telephone, (505) 820-°316
fax, or by email at ili@indigenous-language.com.
The Fort Union Trading Post Powwow will commemorate the signing of the
1851 Fort Laramie Treaty. The event is scheduled for 28-29 July 200l, in the
area just north of the fort. Randy Kane, chief ranger, indicated that the powwow will involve people from the Assiniboine, Mandan, Hidatsa, and Arikara
tribes from Montana's Fort Peck Reservation and North Dakota's Fort
Berthold Reservation. The Fort Laramie Treaty, or Horse Creek Treaty, resulted from an authorization by Congress in 1851 to hold a great treaty council
with the Plains Indians. Under the Fort Laramie Treaty, tribes were to permit
peaceful passage of emigrants on the trails to California and Oregon, not to
fight with one another, and to allow the construction of garrisons and roads.
They would receive an annuity of $50,000 in goods for their compliance.

Exhibits
The National Hispanic Cultural Center of New Mexico opened in Albuquerque on 21 October 2000. The center's Visual Arts Program features three
inaugural exhibitions through 27 May 200l: Nuevo Mexico Profundo: Rituals ofan Indo-Hispano Homeland (photographs by Miguel Gandert, curated
by Helen R. Lucero); La Luz: Contemporary Latino Art in the United States
(curated by Andrew Connors); and Barelas a Traves de los Anos: A Pictorial
History ofBarelas (curated by Carlos Vasquez and Michael Miller). The
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NHCC is located at 1701 Fourth Street Southwest, Albuquerque, NM, 87102,

(505) 246-2261.
Grants, Fellowships, and Awards

The William P. Clements Center for Southwest Studies at Southern Methodist University has announced Salt Dreams: Landand Water in Low-Down
Ca!zjOmia by William deBuys (photographs by Joan Myers) as the winner of
the first William P. Clements Prize for Best Nonfiction Book on Southwestern America. The book was published in 1999 by the University of New Mexico Press.
The Charles Redd Center for Western Studies at Brigham Young University
is soliciting proposals for the Annaley Naegle Redd Student Award in Women's
History. The $1,000 research grant will be given annually to an undergraduate
or graduate student doing research on women in the American West (west of
the Mississippi River). Recipients may use the award for any worthy project
including seminar papers, theses, and dissertations. Request an application
form from the Redd Center, 5443 HBLL, Brigham Young University, Provo,
UT, 84602, or download a copy at http://fhss.byu.edu/reddcent. The application deadline is 15 March 2001; the award will be announced by 15 April 2001.
Applicants not receiving the Ann~ley Naegle Redd Award will be considered
for the Redd Center's other student grants ($1,000 maximum) if the area of
study is in the Intermountain West (Idaho, Montana, Nevada, Arizona, New
Mexico, Utah, and Colorado). Proposals in all areas of the humanities, arts,
and social sciences are invited.
Conference Calendar

1-4 March 2001: Forty-fifth Annual Conference of the Rocky Mountain
Council for Latin American Studies (RMCLAS), in Tucson, Arizona. Submit inquiries to RMCLAS President William Beezley, Department of History, 215 Social Sciences Building, University ofArizona, Tucson, A:2, 857210027, (520) 621-7107, (520) 621-2422 fax.
4-8 April 2001: National Association for Chicana and Chicano Studies 2001
National Conference in Tucson, Arizona. Call Lydia R. Otero, MexicanAmerican Studies and Research Center, University of Arizona, (520) 6217551, or send her an e-mail (Iotero@u.arizona.edu). For conference updates,
visit the association's web site at http://naccs.org.
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26-28 April 2001: {2nd Annual Arizona History Convention, in Pinetop, Arizona. For information, contact Bruce J. Dinges, c/o Arizona Historical Society, 949 E. Second Street, Tucson, AZ, 85719, (520) 628-5774.
9-12 August 2001: Conference of the American Historical Association, Pacific Coast Branch, in Vancouver, British Columbia, Canada. Write to Lon
Kurashige, Department of History, University of Southern California, Los
Angeles, CA, 9°089-0034, or call her at (213) 740-1657, (213) 740-6999 fax for
more information.
20-22 September 2001: Twenty-third Annual Mid-America Conference on
History, hosted by Oklahoma State University in Stillwater, Oklahoma. Proposals will be accepted for papers and panels in all fields of history and all
time periods. Submit vitae and one-page abstract to James 1. Huston, Dept.
of History, Oklahoma State University, LSW 501, Stillwater, OK, 74°78-3°54,
or by fax at (405) 744-54°°. Send proposals via e-mail to hus0645@okstate.edu
or sm07025@okstate.edu. Deadline for submissions is 1 April 2001.
28-30 September 2001: 2001 Plains Indian Seminar, hosted by the Buffalo
Bill Historical Center in Cody, Wyoming. Proposals that address the theme
"Circles of Knowledge: Plains Indian Education" will be accepted from
historians, anthropologists, educators, art historians, folklorists, artists, and
other interested people. Submit a 25o-word abstract along with resume to
Lillian Turner, Public Programs Coordinator, Buffalo Bill Historical Center, 720 Sheridan Avenue, Cody, Wyoming, 82414, or by fax at (307) 578-4028.
Send proposals via email to programs@bbhc.org. Deadline for submissions
is 15 March 2001.

